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7.—Ratification of poser’ act of agent. Beid- 
man v. Goodell (Iowa 8. C.), A 

8.—Sale of goods to agent under vpelie?” that he is prin- 
cipal. Merrill v. Kenyon (Conn. 8. C.), Ab.. 

9.—Sealed instrument ee by agent. Dayton v. 
Warne (N. J. Er. and App. 
See Bill of Lading; I eaueoaer Religious Corporation. 

AGISTER. See Bailment. 

APPEAL. Action tosecure proper administration of 
trust funds ; costs to moving party. Trustees rg In- 
ae Improvement Fund v. Greenough (U.S. 8. C. 4 


2.—To Court of Appeals; what will be passed upon aa 
questions of fact not reviewed; sale in ae of cred- 
itors. Raymond vy. Richmond N. Y. App.), 

3.—From Circuit Court; information for revenue eo 
ure. United States v. Ermhalt (U.S. 8. C.), full. .. 

4.—From justices’ court; notice ; signing by attorneys. 
Bishop v. VanVechten (Oneida Co. Ct, N. 


Vou. 25. 


- 396 


58 
256 


499 


499 
16 


. 472 





Current Topics, by C. T.; Notes 


APPEAL—Continued. Page. 


5.—To Supreme Court from State court; Federal ques- 
tion; pes. in Confederate money. Dagger v. 
Bococ Ab 
6.—Claim iccsed determines amount in issue. Chat- 
field ¥. Boyle (. SG. Cp, BS «0.000000 -ccccsee seevees 413 
%.—Dismissal of, for want of prosecution. London v. 
Taxing Dist. (U.8.8.C.), Ab 
8.—Decree, though erroneous, fixes amount in contro- 
be mes Lamar v. Micon (U. S. 112 
9.—Jurisdiction of Federal Supreme Court of case from 
State court; what ae le for. Boughton v. Amer- 
ican Ex. Nat’l Bk. (U.S Oe Rare 35 
10.—Separate demands against Lana persons hot to 
be united to give this court jurisdiction on v. 
Stansell (U. 8S. 8S. C.), Ab 

11.—When case not reversable: confiscation ack “charg 
without evidence. Jones v. Buckell (U.S 8.’C.), Ab. B85 

12.—When in time; taking security for and signing cita- 
tion on allowance. Brandies vy. Cochrane = 

Lae Seer 
See Bailment ; Constitutional Law. 

ARBITRATOR. See "Married Woman. 

ARREST. Where sheriff releases on bail he cannot 
re-arrest until sureties fail to oe — a 
Arteaga v. Flack (N N. Y. App.), Ab... . 

ASSAULT. See Criminal Law. 

ASSAULT AND BATTERY. Wife may main- 
tain action against husband for. Schultze v. Schultze 
| EO err rrerrr re errr tere 27 

ASSESSMENT. Where action to remove acloud 
= ing? —_— Pier v. Fond du Lac Co. (Wis. 

bE, Bes cs on cecvad nies eabaseamenstesasneeredaeed 379 
See Taxation. 

ASSIGNMENT. Of chose in action ; by adminis- 
trator to trustee for attorney; when po invalid 
pes statute. Wetmore v. Hageman (N. Y. App.), ons 


CO nee ee eer ese eet eee ese ree Creer sees seesees-eeess 


See Mortgage; Patent. 
ATTACHMENT. See Bankruptcy ; Replevin ; Spec- 
ial Deposit. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. Attorney, ed 
of, over proceedings in suit. Benson v. Carr (Me. S. 


a _ eR ee age On ee DS SE Re eR > 
2.—Contract with client, a voidable., Rogers v. R. 
E. Lee Mining Co. (U. S. C. C., Colo.), A 

3. —Dealings between ; AS by attorney of client’s 
prageeet through agent. Yeamans v. a (Kans. 


4. —Privilege as to papers in hands f counsel. Comm. 

v. Moyer (Phila. Quarter Sess.), f adiiaes 
5.—Authority of attorney to com promise suit. Fritch- 

ley v. Basley (Md. App.), AD. .. ....c...seseece coves 
6.—Attorney has no authority to compromise —_ for 

client. Mackey’s Heirs v. Adair (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.... 377 


7.—Lien of attorne 
of lien. Leszyus 

8.—Allowable in pol of — 
& P. R. Co. (Iowa §8. C.), A 

9.—Settlement by attorne with infant client after ma- 


on client’s ae Wik enforcement 
y v. Merritt ( Y.), Ab. 316 
Smith v. Gittowec, R. I. 


ee see cece cece sereccecs 


jority. Bennett v. Walker (Ill. 8. C.), Ab............. 
10. wins sigorney as as, for client Connoily v. Straw 
Wis. a 


See Executor ; “Insolvency: Practice. ° 


IL. Liability of, when principal has absconded 
BaD oh fear of mob. Weddington v. Comm. (Ky. us 


BOD, TE asin + cccccsecrscacesenssse.s 606000600000 .058s 
_ 


OIA ein dha. ed cea enamine: 








506 


INDEX-DIGEST TO ABSTRACTS, ETO. 








Page 
BAILMENT. What does not constitute; reversal aaa 
judgment. Schoemaker v. Hinze (Wis. 8. C 
2.—Gratuitous Swe loss of securities by. = Se 
v. Neurath (Md. App.), full. . 
ar oy of canals ability’ of agister for. wee 
mouth vy. Gile (Me. 8. C.), 


BALLOT. See Election. 
BANKS AND BANKING. President construct- 
a chargeable with notice of management of; 
evidence of cqudeserate in conspiracy. Hanser v. 
McTate (N. C. 8. C.), A 
ote Suttons Banks ; Statutory Construction ; ‘Taxa- 
mm 
BANKRUPTCY. Attachment proceedings in State 
court when assignor appears not reviewable in sepa- 
.court. 


Tasso, in Feder 

2.—Debt created by fraud not discharged by “composi- 

tion; fraud need not be preases. ee v. + Caaeee 

(N. ¥. App.), AD.... ....2+6 

3.—Revival af discharged debt; ‘Promise 
ceedings. Knapp v. Hoyt (lowa 8 

4.—Discharge ; fiduciary character. 
(Kans. 8. C3, 

5.—Federal question; continuance of suit by assignee 
in Fiws' of bankrupt. Thatcher yv. Rockwell (U. §. 


8. C.), Al 
6.— ~itembersiip in bi business association, assets in. In re 
Warder (U .. N. J.), Ab.. 
7.—Sale of good-will oy trustee does not ‘preclude bank- 
rupt from ae business. Walker v. Mottram 
MT SUES canttnncancchenent seddcesede  acaneen 
See Practice. 
AR. Admission to; what 
Matter of Dunn (N. J. 8. C.), full 
BASTARDY. See Extradition. 
BEQUEST. See Use; Wiil. 
BIGAMY. See Criminal Law. 
BILL OF EXCHANGE. See Negotiable Instrument, 
BILL OF LADING. Legal character and effect of; 
master or shipping agent has no authority to bind 
owners or shippers by giving; agent. romaes v. Vin- 
ae SS Re Re rrr 
2. or x a hy why title to goods. Skilling’ vy. Boliman 
(M 


eee eee eee eeeeee wee 


3.—“Indorsement _¥ ‘ho more than assignment “. e. 
per’s vbligation.’ i eroajonsntte v. _—— o. “4 





BOND. even in contract. Leach v. pening 
2. enbdoat notice of invalidity to “bona fide ‘pur- 
» > peu Carrier v. Shawangunk (U. S. C.C., A 


3.—Recital that ‘statute was complied ‘with conclusive 
as to bona fide holders; burden of proof; implied 
repeal of statute ; impairing contract ; irregularities 
in issue cured by ‘levy of tax for interest. County of 
Clay v. Society for Savings (U.S. 5S. C.), 

4.—When seal not requisite ; railroad aid bonds. 
per v. Springport (U. 8.8. O.), Ab 

BOTTOMRY. See Maritime Law. 


BOUNDARY. Of land along highway; when high- 
way excluded. Kings Co. F. Ins. Co. v. Stevens (N. 


SR | “Spee 

2.—Mistake in description ; monuments. ‘People v. 

Stahl (111, 8. C.), Ab . 

3.—On stream when adjoining ‘owner has title to land 
in stream - red nam. Murphy v. Copeland 
(Iowa 8. C.), A 

4.—Where Soadpinea by usage. Freeholders of Union 
v. Freeholders of —_ ~ (N. . . C.), Ab 

ee 

BRIBERY. At municipal cone tion a misdemeanor at 

common law. State v. Jackson (Me.8.C.), full. . 


BROKERAGE. See Agency. 
BURGLARY. See Criminal Law. 


36 


15 


Davis v. Friedlander 
413 


‘ 


317 


constitutes clerkship. 
l 207 


275 


396 
eso 
+ coe S15 


. 189 


BURIAL. Right of testator over his body ; crema- ms 


Williams v, Williams (Eng.), N 


tion. * 
See Funeral E.cpenses. 


CARRIER OF GOODS. Liability of ; act of God; 
resale weather; eiws eepee McGraw Vv. Balt. 
&0O Co. (W. Va. 8. C.), A 

2. “Damases for delaying aa, 
8. C.C.. La.), Ab . 


3.—What is deliver 
mate cause. Chalk v. Charlotte, C 


‘to consignee ; j,neeligence; proxi- 
.& AR N.C. 


276 
‘The Golden Rule (w. “th 
236 


4. Sion tf freight => Marsh 8 
—Lien of, for freight money ; yes ars 
Pac. R Co. (U.S.6.C f 316 


v. Union Pac. , Cal.), Ab 

5.—When consignee has title to goods delivered for 
transportation: sto pase, in a. Gwyn v., Rich- 
mond & D. R. Co. ( 8.C.), A 


Pee eee nee aneseeeeeees 


217 





CARRIER OF OODS—Continued.. 
ay a iver. foo 
ateied M. R. Co, (N. C.), Ab 
TER ¢ F LIVE- STOCK. Limitation against 
ARR ity applies only to carriage and not to ‘oe: to 
- ver. Gordon v. Gt. West. R. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D. hs 


See Damages ; Ev idence ; Telegraph. 
CARRIER OF PASSENGERS. Negligence, con- 
ee peat ; al Ps a from train r may wi Secor v. 
Toledo, P. 8. 


2.—Train Lat stopping ‘at pt 4. -y winteh “ticket 


Pag 
Converse v. me 


37 


bought ;  pepgeseunesons of ange aeier. Lake Shore me 
OL 


& M. 8. R’y Co. v. Pierce (Mich. 8. C.), A 
CAVEAT : EMPTOR. See Sale. 
CHARTER. See Corporation. 
CHECK. See Negotiable Instrument. 
CHURCH. See Religious Society. 
CIVIL DAMAGE ACT. Injury to wife’s means of 


support; death of husband; ownership of premises wy 
wife and sale by husband. Mead v. Stratton (N. 

DE, Ci enka kiss Sncendsieticccsstenszenesneessen 406 

CIVIL RIGHTS. Exclusion of negro children from 

schools, when municipal board has no power of. 

Board a7 aon of Ottawa v. Tinnon (Kan. 

Bp TEED ao. cece cceenceseceseascusee-be 60senedsuctees 

LUB. Court will aot interfere with hous fide enforce- 

yaad of rule of. Lambert v. ae ng. Ch. mh 


CODE OF ‘CIVIL PROCEDURE. "See. Practice ; 


coMMON CARRIER. See Carrier; Telegraph. 
CONFESSION. See Criminal Law. 
CONFISCATION a See Title. 

CON FLICT OF LAW. Contract, place of; for 


loan made in one State and securities executed e 
another. Western Trans. Co. v. Kilderhouse (N. Y 


Pe «tO application of law of another State; if no 
statute common law =! 
Line R’y Co. v. Turner (Ga. 8. C.), , 

3.—Payment; currency (Austrian case), N 
4.—Right to sue given by law of one ‘7 for act done in 
another. South Carolina R. Co. v. Nix (Ga. 8 
5.—Construction by Federal courts of State ‘statutes; 
practice; erroneous judgment on demurrer. 
v. Citizens’ Nat’] Bank (U. 8. S. C.), Ab 
See Adoption. 


Atlanta & Char. Air 
. 498 


. C.), Ab. 437 


Moores 
274 


CON SIDERATION. Moral ogee to pay released 
ebt. 8. C.), Ab 3T7 


Barton (Penn. 
See MB wom Wegotiable Instrument ; Subscription. 
CONSTITUTIONAL LAW. Appeal, power of 
Congress to limit, to Law of law. Duncan vy. The 
Francis Wright (U. 8.8. C.), Ab.. 
— Bill containing ‘Gian not in title “Kansas ‘liquor 
law. State v. Barrett (Kans. 8.C.), A 


3.—Contract, State law impairing. Fox vy. Cincinnati - 


U.S. S. G), Ab 

4. , impairing; munielpa So indebtedness: remedy. 
Munday v. Assessors (N Ab. 

5. —Corporation chartered by Hoderal government. not 
foreign under aw law. Comm. v. Texas & Pac. R. 
Co. (Penn. 8. C.), A 

6.—Change of mode 3 prosecution from ——— to 

information. People v. Campbell (Cal. , Ab 
7.—Extension of terms of office, justices e the peace. 

State, ex rel. Atty.-Gen., v. Ranson (Mo. §. C.), A 





8.—Insanity, wary. trial to determine, nota right. Sounty an 


of Black wk v. Springer (Iowa S. C.), 
9.—Repeal of license to sell; effect on ‘unsold stock. 
State v. Burgoyne (Tenn. 8. C.), 
10.—Milk, seizure “. nemeeates, for analysis. 
v- Carter (Mass. 8. C.), N 
11. cocy lexislativ e TBO), to foreclose. Ashuelat | 
R. Co Elliot (N. E 
12.—Suit mtu owe 
State (Wis. S.C.), A 
13.—Statute allowing ae upon reputation. ‘of 
keeping unlicensed dram-shop. State v. Kartz (R. 


Comm. 


DRA <waieinstdit ochtentpiddrndeesdcestnuad eackete 
14. —State statute discriminating against manufacturers 
of oN States. State of Maine v. Furbush (Me. 8. 


Lb. “Sitnday law forbidding keeping open of saloons on, 
valid. Ex parte Koser (Cal. 8. C.), 

16. —Tax, State, on interest of citizen in vessels in for- 
eign ‘trade. Gunther v. Baltimore (Md. App.), Ab.. 

17.—Kight of trial by jury in civil actions ; mode of a 
oar bg vested right. Wanser v. Atkinson ( 


, La.), 
" Inherent power in courts to punish 


v. Aiken (U 
CONTEMPT. 

for ; purging contempt; trial by jury. 

vy. McMahon (Conn. 8. Cc ), 


14 


Huntington 
196 


2.—Justice of nay as ae vty A to punish for. Rhine- e 


hart v. Lance ( Wy Feallh,.. 20. ccccccccccccccces 











8 


15 


114 
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CONTEMPT—Continued. 
3.—Not for officer to resign toavoid obedience to a om .. 
of mandamus. United States v. Justices (U.S. C.C., 
WINING. bes. coasvey suanusearansececse  dctbaceh ene Ee 
CONTRACT. Agreement to perform services with="2 
instrument supplied by saoall > implies war- 
u 





Pus. f Robertson v. Amazon Eng. Q. 

a—teash a; “memorandum contained in letters. Cave 

v. Hastings Oe rrr 

3.—Consideration; D scontinuance of suit. Flannagan 
v. Kileome (N.'H. a DoD M0 ses cenestges 4 sess sees 317 

— “yo by creditor to forbear pro- 

coodings bankruptcy, not. Ecker v. McAllister 
Ff OS SRE ee Pee er rer 16 


— oration, contract by officer of, in his own name; 

cific performance. Buffalo Catholic Institute v. 

elener (N. Y. App.), A 

6.—Duress; by ice ee to furnish ice; refusal ° 
fulfill; new arrangement. Goebel v. Linn (Mich. 8 

7 .—-Tilegal; State courts will not enforce executory in 

violation of bankrupt law. Louthan v. Stillwell 


ONS OS Se He re 277 
a—Incurehie ntorent and wager policies. Warnock v. 
pL RS EA pee err errors 293 


9.—Performance upon agreement to compensate in will; 
implied contract; liability of estate. Miller v. Lash 


EERE c55st06 \ consesdonsanst, taveas, seabed 195 
10.—For personal services; when hiring fora ow may 
beinferred. Bascom v. Schillito (Ohio 8. C.), Ab... 396 


11.—Rescission “ for false representation. okens v. 
TON CD: DD MID: «5 caccass acces, cc. cas asanss 
12.—State statutes impairing; statute ¢ limitations. 
Town of Koshkonong v. Burton (U.8. 8. C.), full.. 351 
13.—For sale of goods; breach authorizing rescission by 
other party. Houck v. Muller (Eng. App.), Ab.. ... 89 
14.—In respect to bidding at sheriff’s sale; what not 
illegal; rescission. Matthews v. Star (Ga. 8. C.), 


15. Pee: fe op, for transmission of telegram = 
a voi Rogers v. Western Un. Tel. Co. 

16.—Undue influence; note to com poasing foraer hd 
son. Coffman v. Lookout Bank (Tenn. oe 

17.—In writing, what needed to constitute. * Sexes: of 
Mason Co. vy. Shipley (Ind. 8. C.), full........ ...... 128 
See Attorney and Client ; Conflict ‘of Law ; Constitu- 
tional Law; Damauyes ; Husband and Wife; Infant ; 
Mistake ; Payment ; Sale; Specific Performance : 
Statute of Frauds ; Sunday’: Suretyship. 


CONTRACTOR. Demandon oint; statute of lim- 


itations. Rhind v. Hyndman (Md. App.), full... ... 109 
2.—Liability for work on building burned while unfin- 
ished. ook ;v. McCabe (Wis. S. C.), full... ......... 246 


See Master and Servant. 
CONVERSION. See Evidence. 


CONVEYANCE. Fraudulent ; bona fide purchaser. 
Arnholt vy. Hartwig (Mo. S. C.), "Ab 





— among creditors. Shelley v. Boothe 
* (Mo: | OR ear err 187 
3.——; ro an and wt burden of proof. Horton 

v. Dewey POON MON aaa see nedcedeseos sbencsdage 





; presumption as to conveyance to wife; inate 
* guacy of consideration. Fisher v. Shelver (Wis. 8 


5. 





; to innocent purchaser for value not yet 
aie. Goshorn’s Exr. vy. Snodgrass (W. Va. App. my 
6.—Grantor cannot maintain action to set aside ox * 
ulent; gre 7 for tort is creditor. Wier v. Day 
(lowa &.C.),A 
7.—Voluntary, in Reiiteeaeiess of pec, we not 
fraudulent. Hamilton v. Smith (Iowa S. C.), Ab..... 57 
See Corporation. 


COPYRIGHT. Infringement; proof of deposit of 


books; evidence; memorandum attached to oon 
cate of Librarian of Congress. Merrill v. Tice (U.S 
CORPORA TION. Action, equitable, to enforce 
rights of shareholders; what must be shown; 
pereiee presumption. Booth vy. Robinson (Md. 
2. Carter State law repealing; roa railroad. Green- 
wood vy. Union Freight R. Co. » ©. C), Tall...... 448 
8.—Conveyance of progeny of, by AAS Hancock 
v. Holbrook (U. ‘ La.), Ab 
4.—Directors, relation of, to creditors; insolvency; ref- 
erences; application of payment. Coons v. Tone 
. S.C. C., Penn.), Ab... 1 
5. —Foreign; where statute does not forbid business it 
permits loan by, on mortgages. Stevens v. Pratt 
Ss MRD sci iractae os acscamsenasdauinsienats 
6.—Incidental right to lease real estate for its use; when 
seal not + week may be tenant. Craw ord v. 
Longstreet (N. J. 
7.—Presumption of onthoris of officer. Walker v. De- 
troit Transfer Co. (Mich. 8. C.), Ab 154 
8.—Liability of officer for debts when statutory require- 
ments not complied with, yr Y notsurvive. Mitchell 
v. Hotchkiss (Conn. 8. C.), A 135 


Poe ee TT Cee eee eee eT ee 





CORPORATION~ Continued. Page. 
9.—Negotiable note wh indorsement. Russell v. Fol- . 











Ge Tine: BH. Da, Bi icas sadcdees 08) 656 Kbacne. 208k 450 
10.—Shareholder, suit by, to restrain acts f. Hawes v. 
Contra Costa Water Co. (U.S. 8. C.), full...... ...... 
11.—Stock holder, liability of. First Natl. Bank of Char- 
lotte v. Charlotte (N. C.S.C.), Ab........ 22.00: 
12. , enforcement of liability of, for ones. Blair 
» Grow (0. B. © Gp, Bi seccccsccess. 
13. ~gtock: 3 unauthorized i of corporate. “Scoville 
Vv. Thayer (U. i CM asbaciic i ances: saanens 310 
14. ; what constitutes sale of; corporate books as 
evidence of a. of; estoppel. Cutting v. 
Bammereh Gi. Te BAG, BDiiiccced 950500060 sb0. 00. 54000 455 
15. g cubscrtetion eae when at binding. Fanning 
v. Insurance Co. (Ohio 8. ©. De Mad sduioosdessd bensdns 
16. + omer 4 in ralivoud company, validity 





of. Buffalo & I. R. Co. v. Gifford (N. Y. App.), 

17. ee vires. Railroad Co. v. Furnace Co. (OhioS. C. if on 

See Contract ; Constitutional Law; Eminent Domain ; 
Municipal Corporations: Negotiable Instrument : 
Religious Corporation ; Slander and Libel. 

COSTS. In special proceedings in discretion of court 
hearing proceedings, on appeal. Matter of New 
York Prot. Bots, Fume School (N. Y. App.), Ab.... 384 

Appeal; Waiver. 


CREMATION. = Burial. 
CRIMINALLAW. Abduction of female with intent 
to defile. State vy. Sullivan (N.C. 8. C.), Ab 217 
2.—Accomplice in commission of incest; uncorrobo- 
raved semen? will not convict. Freeman v. State 
ex ye 
3. BA ne same act may be adultery and also rape. 
Comm. v. Bakeman (Mass. 8. C.), 
4.—Assault, what yw threats to attack. State 
y. Martin (N. C. 8S. C.), A 
» With intent kill; burden of proof of insanity. 
” People vy. O’Connell (N.Y. eee Pa rae 175 
6.— ry ~ proof of marriage; presumptions. People 
Pee COE, B.S), Bb iccccissce ansases,c00resse ccs 19 
% —thergieny ; description of owner of goods intended 
to be stolen ; ip | Het ownership. Neubrandt 
Vv. State (Wis. ’s. de Mikaidwsscbands. sndveteeabeusseeae 19 
; indictment; oe of guest at inn must be laid 
as dwelling-house of landlord. Rodgers v. People 
(N. Y. App “eR PE Eo gis 
9.—Confession; intoxication of poquend does not ex- 
clude. State v. Greer (Minn. 8. C.), Ab........... -.. 
10.—Dying declarations of witness to homicide are inad- 
missible. Poteele v. State (Tenn. 8.C.), N............ 
11.—Escaped convict recaptured, cannot have credit 
for time during which he was at large. Ex parte 
Edwards (N. J. 8. C.), full.. 68 
12.—Evidence; compelling prisoner ‘to exhibit his’ per- 
son »,@ jury, error. Blackwell v. State (Ga. as 
; transaction too remote; trial; momentary 
absence of prisoner. People v. Bragle (N. Y. App.), a 
14.— ~itealiais of sentence ; time of lying in jail pend- 
ing new trial not to be credited. pee v. Warden 
(N. Y. App.), 
15. ae pretenses, what constitutes. "Reg. v. “Speed 
( ng. p Eh c+0 cd0e -spesccodeceseses Sb806 snecdees 60058 
; ordinary prudence. Brown v. State ome. Ss. 





8. 





13. 








17. —Forgery ; ‘of school “order; “indictment, ‘fullness 
ase certainty required. Langdale v. State (III. 8.C.), 
18.—Imprisonment ‘at hard labor, essentials of. Matter 
of Edwards (N.J.8.C.), full 
19. oo containing good count not invalidated 
~ bad count; charging statutory offense. Gibson 
State (Md A | ES ener er 259 
20. Insanity, burden of proof of. People v. O’Connell 
Ve FE SE Or errr 
21.——-, hypochondria or oddity does not constitute. 
Hawe v. State (Neb. 8. C.), Ab ........ 1. -seseee sees 
22.—Jury peat S mernonpie of officer in. Richard v. State 
(ima. B.. Oy Th 00s. sco cee. sevccosesen + vbene 2, 
23.—Larceny; a coin delivered to be changed. People 
v. Justices, etc. (N. 
24.———; dog is subject of. State v. Brown (Tenn 8. C.), 


25.———; of goods of different owners; 5B’ Gleadings ac du- 
plicity. ulmer v. Comm. (Penn. 8 . 419 
; of letterintended for mail. United States v. 
* Hamilton (U.8. D. C., Ind.), Ab............c0 cee eee 259 
27 —Mailing of non- -~mailable matter to a person under a 
fictitious name, in answer to a decoy letter, is a 
criminal offense. Bates v. United States (U.8.C. C.), 


28.—Murder; ‘drunkenness as defense. ‘Harvey v. State 
i WU: Mis ants con tothe heedaeiandeaneataie 419 

: evidence of intoxication when competent ‘for 

consideration of ney jing instructions hatetnneien sesamiae 
Hopt v. People ( 

30.—Nuisance; contents of oemask: “Comm. v. Swee- 
ney (Mass. 8. C.), Ab.. 475 

31. obstructing street by allowing ‘market cart to 

stand, not per se. State v. Edens (N. ©. 8. C.), N.. . 103 
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GRIMINAL LAW-—Continued, Page EED-—Continued. Page. 
we rection "Mente oun te constitutes yaa con- ‘ 11. weet a for, orfraud. James vy. Cutler 
DO cha kescantnvidhiran bebCi ow, weeaeee 
83.—Pension agent ; unlawful fees; statuto’ construc- 12.—Quit-claim ; priority of recorded, over prior unre- 
ery oe United vapeep it Dowdell W. 8. corded conveyance. Fox v. Hall (Mo. 8. C.), N... ... 123 
34.—Postal offense ; “false ‘yeturn; one aidin postmaster Ree Reg pe-tesowers 
liable. United’ States v. Snyder (U. 8. Ro , Minn.), DEL IN TRIN. Child” adopted. Martin v. Wall 
—Prac ee AB gg tad ee 2. Se « Cightuvne, ‘4 tornado; “insurance ‘against lightning. 
. Prades new Si, ae Aecheaatlens, ‘Secaitn «. Spenaley v, Lancashire Ins, Co. (Wis. 8. 0.) N.-...- 
36.—Profane swearing, uttering name of God not necessa- 3.—* — (ene oo and when calendar. Hutton 
wate tenn. ee eee te 4.—" Religious "in will TonieestnUhalatlaniig. “angie 
pe; presumption ai as to male under fourteen. “Wag- ve Weloome (Me. &. ©.), Ab......cccrcc-cocccce scccccce 15 
“aa v. State (Tenn. S. C.), N.. DEMAND. What amounts torefusal. Keefer v. Car- 
38. mie gemes .~ purpose of compelling her to be SNE OR I PR duocnnscasccand c0s-caddescvaceccue 
e' yer v. People (N. Y. App.), Ab........ .... x ing. 
ae stolen goods; receiver acting under author- LL gr ol Pleading 
ity of owner of goods. Aldrich v. People (Ill. 8. C.), Ab. 440 | DIVOR: E. cruelty to wife b: i 
40.—Robbery; evidence of one offense on trial for another; Ttiole sease; evidence. Holthoefer v. Holthoefer 
ie BC) art 5 oo —. Renaee have hreneenanent "T i ~ ede of ae. Van Fossen vy. State (Ohio 8. 
41.—Sale of intoxicating liquor by druggist for medicinal On), LUM ee eee ake nee ens nae nee weeceee seen tees 258 


"gee “Marriage; ; Will. 


reek statutory construction. Nixon v. State 
Mas. 0 DOWER. Right to have apportioned ; liable for debts 


«2.—Besrehwrraii o* rotection to officer. Melcher of dowress. Payne v. Becker (N. Y. App.), Ab... .. 93 
v. Scruggs 0. 9 AAD crcereceecee ine soeeeseressese DRAFT. See Negotiable Instruments. 
43.—Sentence, sus wy of; subsequent sentence. State Q 

Sa Ree sere DRUGS. See Sale. 
44.—Trial; challenge in'murder case. Turpin v. State Od. | DRUGGIST. See Negligence. 

App. ), Ab. Seep Adda bedsveusendiean. sesivdns cosessce DUE-BILL. See Negotiable Instruments. 

“Gente yw oner must be present throughout. icine ¥. DURESS. Threat to commence criminal action 

= 4 4. 05 0ass tercesoncescies against relative. Secar vy. Cohen (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab. 218 





taporary . ee of prisoner Pr oe of Fr as 


See Contract. 
e@ honin witness, People v. Bragle ), N —_ 
gL LS DYING DECLARATIONS. See Criminal Law. 

e. u Saee 8. Ch Ab.. saa” Sp anseases soncoeaasss 218 iden , ~senn 
—Unlawful assembly; contents of warran n t ateral support. Buskirk v. 
facts roy tag 4 act unlawful must be stated. i EASEMEN Tick rt ©), , See 7 PP EE Seto Sain 216 
v. State (Wis. hy ae 420 ELEOCTI Ne. Ineeulai sO in holding, do not invali- " 

odge v. Linn (Ill. 8. C.), Ab ... ............ 

COUNTER-CLAI Set-off must exist at time pe. « ” a 
action commenced. Zuck v. Mo ow (Penn. 8. C.), Ab. 136 2. “Ballot” efistinguishing marks. oe dt asnnieed v. Sig- 6 

See Plea 3.———, form of; omission of .word “the” does not 

COVENANT, To build on pol land; s yin invalidate. State, ex rel, Johnson, v. Metzger (Kans. 

formance. —e y. Brunswick Perm. joc. ts SN doc ds Sct ddtsecdend OG  sidvcuwabdcosudents 14 
2 wi; . App’) ), A - Dactnoses sss case ccscccscccsozcecscze: og SD See Bribery. 
.--What does not co ; person not pa 
gabeers nes bound by judgment. Hale v. Fineb (U. "| mxemneneens. AI. Compe ge 
3.--Of warranty upon sale of millsite and dam, em: occupation of Hey by railroad company. Central 
wee rN x oN gy  eeen of ection. Adsins v. 193 2. Prem te 5 of pr Beh nn ad, og FAS 
onover ( BE Miicinccce consecee 066s esosees tin land-o aiciars aaieith of damages.’ Grand Rapids 
&LR.Co. v. Heisel (Mich. 8. C.), Ab 


DAMAGES. After suit ; —¢ x of contract to sup- 3. B 24S foreign, cannot exercise in Federal 


port. Fay v. Guynon (Mass. 8.C.), AD ............ courts; removal of cause. Balt. & O. R. Co. v. Pitts. 
2.—Contract; breach of, for carriage oft of passenger. Go- Ww. & Ry. Te, Gite MU, WR, Oe Cl, Mibncndsasecscccscesas P| 
ing v. Western R. Co. (Ga. 8 


4.— Railroad in street; rights of Te owner on navi- 





3.—Former recovery ; i ag ry and new suit. 
Littlewood v. Mayor (N 
4.—Flowage; injury by, during ah prema. Bor- 
chardt v. Nassau Boom(‘Co. (Wis. 8. C.), full..... 
5.—In personal action; mitigated by fine hy ae 
prosecution for same offense. Flanagan v. Womack 


OS 3S eer 
6.—Negligence; measure of damages in death by. Atche- 
son, T. & 8. F. R. Co. v. Brown (Kans. 8. C.), Ab... 
7.—Proximate and remote cause; putting pregnant 
woman off of cars, causing miscarriage ; : e— 
Brown v. Chicago, etc., R. Co. (Wis. 

8.—Railroad coupon ticket ; na ride ; eject- 
ment of pegeeneer. Auerbach v. N. Y. Cent., etc., 
R. Co. (N. Y. APP .). C. Ti... ceveseeees ceeren, sence 
See Carr ag 3 Evidence ; Ice; Injunction; Maritime 

Law ; Municipal Corporations. 

DAY. Fractions of;when courts will take cogplaance of. 

aang v. Portsmouth Savings Bank (U. 8. 8. C.), 


ED. Acknowledgment ; delivery; name affixed by 
grantee. Clough v. Clough Gis. B Gi) 5 Be cececes 
. ; what evidence soaunes to impeach. Strauch 
v. Hathaway (Ii. 8. C. 
what necessary 
gerald v. Fitzgerald (Ill. 
4. ; when clerical omission of important “words 
from certificate does not invalidate. Basshor v. 
CE NE, Moce cig. <ons tns 6046 60nd casecnes 
5.— Boundaries fixed when not enlarged by monuments. 
Carville v. Hutchins (Me. 8. C.), Ab 
6.—Construction; general words. 
I a RM en ccnd cvcderanscsscces: - eedesocguces 
7.—Covenants of BO A. exception. Knapp v. Wol- 
Ce CR IEE be oe .dntinne: doeseedcdnsi geass 
8. ee Paty essential to validity. MeMichael v. Carlyle 
GR SCE s nessee 36:6 BAs¥000+00s - Cchenaseesesens 
acy certainty in. Thompson v. Ela (N. H. 
, uncertain; extrinsic evidence; 
” greater rights than grantor; estoppel; 
corporation pannct Awi' Incorporation. ' 
_ Robinson (Wis. 8. C.), A 





to impeaan “certificate. Fitz- 











grantee no 


114 


142 


482 


aNfe 


Whttne to 
pomnanedl v. 
- 138 





ble —. Carli v. Stillwater Ry. & T. Co. (Minn. ws 


. C.), A 

5.— Side wees uniting railroad with private manufactory; 
public use. Getz’s Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), 

6.—Telegraphs a public use; implied right of “public to 
use them. Trenton, ote. ——- Co. v. American & 
E. Com. News Co. (N. J. 8. C.), A 

ESTOPPEL. Admission of homer leading to 
suit. Warder v. Baker (Wis. 8. C.), Ab.. 

2.— By former Snes pomen adjudication that ‘coupons ‘are 
held bona fide not one that other coupons from ame 
Hat are; review on aggen. Stewart v. Lansing “5 


Ae eee ee eee meee ewe eee ea eeee Seaeeeeseeee 


4.— 3 sale of natiel. Soe v. Hill (N. C. 8. C.), Ab.. 
5.— Mutual mistake as to law, not. Plumer & Jones’ 
A SS. Ms GR BD. cccc-ccccccesasees- coege 
6.— Partnership; creditor of partner. 

cy ee SY era 
_ # -—jhepresentations com purehasor of land. Raley v- Wil- 


liams (M 
“Ly seemeelrsmralone 


8. a of 

Burr (N. 
9.—Obligors of guardian’s ae may not dispute valid- 
ity of a peneanees. Williamson v. Woodman (Me. 


as; “wrongful “flowage. ; “Morgan 


ae eee eee meee ewe eeeeee 


EVICTION. See Landlord and Tenant. 


EVIDENCE. Amount necessary in_civil action in- 
volving criminal charge. Hills v. Goodyear (Tenn. 


2.—Book of account; original entries; entries on slate 
transferred to ledger; book-keeper competent to 


18 


. 457 


317 


rove book account. McGoldrick v. Traphagen (N. _— 


App.), Ab 
a factors; damages for conversion. 
Rust (Ga. 8. 
4.—Carrier, in 4 a 
y my on plaintiff. 


5.—Whes par of Sonvernatign ©. 8. C.), AD. ...0006- 


3. 





inst, for non-delivery of goote, 
Roberts v. Chittenden (N. Y. 
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EVIDENCE-Continued. P 


ag 
a in action for, what may be shown under 


general aw al. Phoenix Mut. Ins. Co. v. Walrath 
SI I Nc xcaca cavckuats. gacceceneks buns ae ands 

7.—In civil action of damages for act also indictable. 
Welch v. Jugenheimer (Iowa §. C.), full......... .... 
8.—Declarations of agent as evidence sgainet Prinol al. 
McDermott v. Hann. & St. J. R. Co. (Mo. “hb. 

of deceased surveyor as to boundary lip aS ‘com- 

petent. Kramer v. Goodlander ‘Penn 

of deceased owner of land as to line, former 

e...., ment. Mason v. McCormick (N. C. 8. C 





9. 








* Loan Co. ( 
» i festiniony eee Penn. Coal Co. v. 
Conlan (Ill. 8. Ab 
in action for qensiges as attorney. “Head v. 
" Hargrave (U. 8 








15. 
Dp Mn 6 nose. 06 os2ees se vseesoe.o »ssessce 


16.—Good character; former adjudication. Barton v. 
Thompson (Iowa S. C.), Ab 

17.—In action by merchant for false account by travel- 
ling salesmen, expenses of other salesmen not com- 
petent. Linn v. Gillman (Mich. S. C.), Ah 

18.—Offer to Oy plaintiff’s eyes to jury. Parker v. 


- of in _ any 3 surgeon. Roosa v. ‘aus ws 


e. 


18 
217 


in action AS anders byanimal. Craigv. Gerrish 
Cc >.. 498 


cE £2 O® eee ear 364 


19.—Of value of ‘land a on. of neighboring land. 
Warren v. Rohe OF ), Ab.. 
20.—Parol admissible to ety aoe wag ‘delivered 
conditionally. Wilson v. Powers (Mass. 8. C.), A 
21.—Partnership, admissions of one vg partner do 
not prove. Flournoy v. Williams (Ga. 8. C.), Ab.. 
22.—Presumption from destruction of writing; second- 
ary evidence Anderson v. Irwin (Ill. 8. C). MD. .:.0- 
23.—Privileged ; contract between attorne pa omens 8 
. compensation. Moats v. Rymer (W. Va. S. C.), 
24.—Proof of service of notice of tax sale; ex parte affi- 
davit not admissible unless statute - prosttes. 
People, ex rel. Vogler, v. Walsh (N. Y. Ap A 
25,—Protest coreiBoate, when conclusive. PYyitson y. 
Richards (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 
26.—Records in police station of the statements of 
policemen. Comm. v. Ricker (Mass. S. ’ 
a, eS we unless objected to. Walsh 
Wright (Ill. S yy » 
hoo Banke and Banking ; Criminal Law ; Deed ; Mar- 
riage; Negligence ; Negotiable Instrument ; Removal 
of Cause ; Seduction ; Witness. 


EXECUTION. Levy, what is insufficient. Rix v. 
Silknitter (lowa 8. , Ab 
at A oy ere vo —— — ae v. . —_ 


3. 





EXECUTOR. "aaie by order of probate court, under 
will duly probated, gives title though will there- 
after declared invalid; jurisdiction of court proved 
by record; recitals in deed; void sale; purchaser in 
good faith discharging ineumbrance to be reim- 
bursed. Davis v. Gaines (U. 8. 


2.—When estate not liable LAS . services. Wait 3 


v. Holt (N. H. 8S. C.), Ab 


Peete eee eee sheen eseeeeeree 


See Will. 


b... 476 
- AIT 


18 


336 


EXEMPTION. Pension ——y xy ae only in tran- pom 


situ. Cranz v. White (Kans. 8. C.) 
2.—State laws not applicable to debts due United 
_ esos States v, Lecgpstees shri Ss. ns c., N.C oh 


EXPERT. "See ‘Boldence. 
EXTRADITION. Fugitive; what complaint for 


a must show ; recognizance. State v. Swope 


CE, MR cise, an chckdanda: 0: chdhtenwided tiaaeane 218 
2.—Inter- State ; bastard presegution Be ant ground for. 
fe 108 


Matter of Cannon (M a rae 


FALSE IMPRISONMENT. Physician’s conte 
cate of insanity; pleading. Force v. Probasco (N. J 


FALSE PRETENSES. See Criminal Law. 
FALSE REPRESENTATIONS. See Fraud. 
¥ te See Ice. i ates " 
Shanti built on lan tenan 
wien tenant *s right is lost. Youngblood v Bwhanks 


Gs BA i Mas ss ns as. 5:0h0ss104cane bean seen obhanehene 499 
2.—Smutter in grist-mill fixture as to + we of mill. a 


Stillman v. Flenniken (Iowa 8. C.), A 
3.—What passes from vendor to vendee; naming some 
not exclusive of others; replevin lies to recover arti- 
cles severed from realty. ouaee v. pavennequnchmenenet 


- 476 


FORGERY. See Criminal Law. 
FORMER ADJUDICATION. Decision of Pro- 


bate Court as to Towa ot | fateetete. arenerens 


yv. Oregon & Cal. R. Co. (U.S. C , Or.), ‘ 
2.—What constitutes; actions in dimetont aa. "The 
Tubal Cain (U. 8S. Dd. hig Mie Wath Miocctwacs. ces. ssésccee 
§ (See Married Woman. 





Page 
FRAUD. Constructive; physician and patient; Ps 


uiescence ; gift. Mitchell v. meena (Eng. App. , 
2.—False repre sentation ; ‘what necessary to sustain. ac- 
tion for damages. Brown y. Blunt t (Me. 8. C.), Ab.. 
ee of law; purchase of Mine by one with 
funds of another; burden of grok & en 0d pur- 
chaser. Kluender v. Fenske (Wis. 8S. C.), Ab........ 
7 — personal property. Stowe v. Rete te .S. 


a) 


See Bankruptcy ; Conveyance; Statute of Frauds; Title. 


FUNERAL EXPENSES. Dinners for guests ‘and 

Batis wea for horses at funeral, not. Shaeffer v. Shaeffer 

- Gash ssccdihde sauces deuanbeammatcene sndtobactect 

GARNISHMENT. See Trustee. 

GAS COMPANY. See Negligence. 

GIFT. Deliver? cpoantial to pass title. Wilcox v. 
Matteson (W 8.C,), Ab 

2.———; with he to vest title essential ; of corpo- 
ay stone i 8 gaa v. Twenty-third 8t. 


ME Tes) waciositcnided, saa8 sake pate 375 


3. By vivos ; ’ savings Sia deposit. Northrop v. 
Hale (Me. S.'C.), ful 
4.—Of portion of mortgage debt b delivery of weostps. 
Carpenter v. Soule (N. Y. App: aed cisns abae ae sai 

5.—When irrevocable. Paul v. Paul (Ens. Ch. D.), Ab.. 

See Fraud; Trust; 

GOOD-WILL. See Bankruptcy. 

GUARANTY. Pi. os of; notice. Wilcox v. 
oe Oe err tee 

2.—When guarantor itante: note secured ied =“ roe a 
Ellsworth v. —— (ii. 8. U.), Ab.. Jo aeeeebae 

See Statute of Frauds. 


GUARDIAN. See Estoppel. 


HIGHWAY. Dedication; land_plotted into lots and oor 





streets, Walker v. Manchester (N. H. ee ae 
3. by vendor $ by « Spey — Mayor of Bayonne 
v. Ford (N. J.8.C.), Ab. 
4. ; right ”* lateral support. Buskirk v. Strickland 





(Mich. 8. C.), A 
5.—Liability for indy from defect. “Lavary v. Manches- 
ng OS RP reer go 

6. —Negligence; when officials having charge of, not liable 
for workmen’s; respondeat eurertee. Commrs. of 
Anne Arundel v. Duvall (Md. App.), A’ 


7.—Tricycle p wey by foot P~ steam, » @ locomotive. » ae 


est Eng. Q. B. D.), A 
See Nuisance ; Way, 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. Note by husband to wife 
to induce her Cm void ; contract. Copeland v. 
Boaz Toy = i Sins dng. 0900sscmnebins bead deanins bOEE 

See Assault and Battery ; Conveyance ; Will. 


Parkins v. Pr 


ICE. Property in; trespass; riparian rights; damages. 


Washington Ice Co. v. Shortall (III. 8. C.), O* Re 1 


2.—Ownership of, formed over land flowed by dam, a 
ned to third persons. Dodge v. Berry (N. Y. 


2.—Right to, on great pond; fishery. Rowell v. Doyle 
(Mass. S. C.), N 23 


dy IN cee cere ane eeee ser swerseeeseenseeseseees 


See Water-Course. 
IMPRISONMENT.’ See Criminal Law. 
INCEST. See Criminal Law. 

INDICTMENT. See Criminal Law. 
INDORSEMENT. See Agency; Negotiable Instru- 
ment. 


INFANT. Contract, rescission of, by infant’ before 
ae AY wee by com. Iecnnpeds v. | Beane 


See Notary Public. 
INJUNCTION: Against real family name in novel. 
Duverdy v. Publisher (France.). 
2.—Bond; practice; power of court of ‘equity ‘as to as- 
sere of damages; appeal. Russell v. Farley (U. 


8.—Damages by reason of; counsel fees pote ——- 


as damages. Randall v. Carpenter (N. Y. App.), ° as 


Bi. ne 2 sc vdics sngadces kazabiineibe owes dees Caaeaneee 
4.—Malicious erection of lawful structure on one’s own 
land, when not a case for injunction. Gallagher v. 
Dodge (Conn. 8. C.), full 
5.—To restrain puliGing Gem: public benefit. ney 
v. Warren (N.C. 8. C.), Ab 
6.—To restrain tenant from disa proved us meee of prem- 
ises. Bodwell v. Crawford (Kans. 8. C.), N.... .... 


eee see rere eeeseees 


7.—What sufficient we to a. | City a me some . 


v. Knapp (U. 8. 
INSANITY. nthe Constitutional Low: “Criminal Lew. 


INSOLVENCY. Attorney, disbarring of, for irregu- 
lar igsoveeg?, puseeeeeney. Matter of Napthaly 


Cal. B. O.). Pill... cccccccsccc- cece covcccscces os coos MO 
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INSURANCE. FIRE, agent’ 's authority, eee 
as to; esto Pin. forfeiture: waiver. — 
i+ Co. v. Mechanics & W. 


2. Ban = dy provisions a asto. Phoenix Ins. Co. V. 


fe Ye errors 479 
8.—Application part of policy: conditions creating for- 
feitures; unanswere uestion ; representations as 
to ownership; pooner Mn paid by both ; sworn by 
agent; over-valuation in claim. Carson v. Jersey 

City Ins. Co. (N (A Tie eee 77 


4.—Cancaiiation of; rebate premium must be returned 

to effect ; waiver. Home Ins. Co. v. ee te pres 8. 10 
5.—Statute as to qntiress. 

eer 
6.—Condition against tas. subsequent voidabie — 

policy. Landers v. Watertown F. Ins. wong (N. Y. 








App.), 
7. in olicy, what is immediate notice. " Niagara 

F. Ins. Co. v. Scammon (Ill. 8. C.), Ab........... .. 418 
8. avoiding; representations as tointerest. Waller 

v. North Assur. Co. ( s. o BOWED, BD..c.cce os 47 


9.— forfeiture by levy and sale under execution. 
mel v. Queen’s Ins. Co. (Wis. 8. C.), full.. 
10.— Honest mistake in proof of loss does not avoid ‘policy. 

) seaport v. Springfield F. & M. Ins. Co. (Wis. S. C.), 
1l.— Rights of holder of, in dissolved insolvent co —! 9 
* ry * date of dissolution. Dean’s Appeal ~ 


2.-— n ee ; “*cease to be operated wy ‘closing 
on account of epidemic. Poss v. Western Assur. Co. 
I MN ora ean ae Veal anew dace adesaaes 


13.— Omission to state incumbrance; agency; knowledge 
of agent; extra risk; assignment. of claim after loss; 
ws in ssession. Alkan v. New Hampshire Ins. 
Co. (Wis. C.), 

14.— Statement as to oe valuation of property; waiver. 
Merchants & Mech. Ins. Co. v. Vining (Ga. 8. C.), Ab. 199 

15.— Words used in business, not popular meaning. 
Houghton v. Watertown F. Ins. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), Ab. 116 


IN dongs: fo NOE. LIFE. Condition asto place of resi- 


anes; © ae Be ing Bennecke v. Conn.‘Mut. ms 
2. B.%. to A in action upon mutual insurance 
policies. Curtis v. 1 ere Ben. L. Co. (Conn. 8. C.), _ 
Coe eee eeeees ses COCO esss Seeesces ‘ 


Ab. 

3. — Forfeiture by ‘no! hoe = of note given for pre- 
mium; failure come t by physical 4s oe usage. 
Thompson v. Knickerbocker L. Ins. Co. (U.S. S. C.), - 

4. see contract not binding. Tingle v. Phoenix 

ey SS, A By Rrra 

5. ar Lite beneficiary, action ‘by. Martin v. Wall (Me. 8. 

6.— Payment of annual premium on time, of the essence 
of the contract; failure to pay caused by war. Abell 
v. Penn. Mut. L. Ins. Co. * 34 ee ‘278 

7.— Receiver; power of court to order policies revalued 
after adju ae. Fe eee v. Continental 
L. Ins. Co. (N. ¥ App.) shia nbiincidia’ abibitinnamine ad 315 

8. —Untres # statements; Eaiiieos by; statements con- 
strued according to understanding of parties: appli- 
cant unfamiliar with English language ; y and 
disease of brain. Knickerbocker L. Ins. Co. v. Trefz 
(U. 8. ie Mtind shkence Cheadensbnndse. wbbeensedee 14 

INSURANC RINE, Condition as to voyage 

vit aven . M. Co. v. Security Ins. 
Go. (Cor 8. kc ebiadsnseded “danbekste<n aupses “278 

2. Contribution ; Oi reiediction ; waiver. Handy v. Ins. 

Co. (Ohio 8. C.), Ab ........... 419 
3.—Expense of yt. prosecution for’ smuggling, 

nota peril. Cory v. Burr (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab... ‘278 
4.—Reissuance; of policy attaching; ended 
when policy effected ; risk ; J may at premium. 


Bradford v. Symondson (Eng. A pp), Al 
at yw — = 2 not lost ra ord 4 Symondson 
n 
6 » ry on freight commences. “Hopper v. “Wear 
M. Ins. Co. (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab 478 


INTEREST. In action for tort where delay by fault 
of creditor. Thompson vy. Boston & Me. 0. (N 


De EAD ccccccceenee eee teereeetesereees wesere see 


v7 


JOINDER. Of action; claim for services to firm and to 
surviving partner may be joined; statute of limita- 
tions; interést. Butler v. Kirby (Wis. 8. C.), Ab..... 76 

JUDGMENT. Estate in remainder in corporate 
stock may be segue to satisfy. Arzbacher v. Mayer 


nein cehed nic tlh adden qean'ntgwednbeehdr.ees 158 
2.—Purchaser "without notice takes free from equities 
rea Appeal of Miflin Co. Natl. Bank 

enn badd Mate Ebdintn d Contd yebdile.(ailesetehdase 38 


B 4 as a rule, by same court only at ‘term 
I rendered; oa Broce to rule ; practice in State 
=< Federal courts ronson v. Schulten (U. 8.8. C), 


eee OOO Bee ROO e tee seme teen enes Hees eeeeeseseseees 
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JURISDICTION. Of Federal court in wepene mat- 

= | Griswold v. Central Vt. R. Co. (U0. 8. C. C., Vt.), os 
2. . Williams v. Nottawa (U.S. 8.C.), Ab.......-: 
3.—Mutual benefit societies ; 3. as - roceedings o 

oom Tribe Ind. O. of R. M. chmidt — fom ’. 
4,— Of suit Sal iii Gielite’ court. “Gage v. 

Dow (N.H ,A 

See p24, Maritime Law ; Pleading ; Probate Law. 
JUROR. Dining with and receiving present from 

counsel eter trial. Stafford v. Askaliosa (Iowa S. 


JURY. See Criminal Rew: Verdict. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. See Contempt. 


LAND PATENT. Officers of land department, in 
issuing, act judicially, and their decision not col- 
seneesy Mansons unless void on face. St. Louis 
Smelting & R. Co. v. Kemp (U.S. 8. C.), Ab 497 

LANDLORD AND NANT. Emblements; 
crop raised from stubble plowed in. Hendrickson 
v. Cardwell (Tenn. 8. C.), 

2.—Eviction, consequences ‘of. Hunter v. Reilly (N. 2 











3.—Lease : mag ane assignee. Dunlop v. Bul- 
lard (Mass. Err rei ar 5 
; surrender of Re premises under 
” Laws of 1860, chap, 345; what agreements necessary 
to take case out of statute. Butler v. Kidder (N. Y. 
App. ), ; a 133 
5 : with privilege of removing building : “exten- 
sion of term by parol; refusal to permit removal ; 
measure of damages. Neiswanger v. Squier (Mo. 8: a 


“Ds 











, $ rent pay. able, ‘severable and apportionable be- 
tween lessee and his grantee. Worthington v. Cooke 





(Md. App.), Ab........ 
; Ben lessor has alternative remedy for breach. 
" Weston v. Metrop. Asylums Board (Eng. Q. B. D.), 


8. —Negligence ; ; landlord not liable to employee of PT 
ant for injury z unsafe machinery in demised prem- 
ises. Ryan v. Wilson (N. Y. App.), 175 

9.—Notice to quit, tenant from year to year, entitled to 
written. Vincent v. Corbin (N.C. 8. C.), Ab 

LARCENY. See Criminal Law; Statutory Con- 
struction. 
LEASE. See Landlord and Tenant; 
Frauds. 
LEGITIMACY. See Will. 
ee See Execution. 
Fis n° Slander and Libel. 
7 Revocation of, by excise board, for vio- 
ae ~~ ex - Steinhart, v. Board of Excise 
» OO ae 
Liew. See Attorney and Client ; Carrier ; Mechantes’ 
Lien; Vendor. 
LIMITATIONS. See Practice; Statute of Limita- 
ne. 


Statute of 


MALICIOUS PROSECUTION. Advice of coun- 
y 4 = ses for defense. Vinal vy. Core (W. Va. 
at = juired to establish plaintiff’s case. Park- 
“hee v. Mastellar (Iowa S. C.), 
MANDAMUS. Will not lie to compel one official to 
command another to do - — red by law. Ex 
parte Rowland (U.8.S. C.), 475 
MARITIME LAW. PF naocatne ofivessel is of 
freight. The City (Eng. App). Ab 
“ae —_— he Belgenland (U. 8. C. 
enn.) 


3.— —Bottomry contract. The Galtano and Maria (Eng. 
P.& A. D.), A 399 


4, —Damages from inevitable accident. Arbo v. Brown 
(U. 8. C.C., La. 

5.— —Jurisdiction ; salvage; 
Cape v. Valette Dry ond ( isn anae ” t 
6.—Limited liability act applied ey Ay ‘se foreign 
vessels; collison ; tale < damages. Natl. Steam 
Nav. Co. v. Dyer (U.S 

7.—When mortgagee of an may be party in ad- 
miralty proceedings; insurance oe: wt 
a. The Grand Republic (U. 8. Fado 

8.—Negligence, libel of vessel ‘for death by; Jurisdiction 
yt admiralty court. Ex parte Gordon (U. 8. 8. C.), 
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9.—Practice on appeal; collision; contributory negli- 
gence. Lindsley v. Brown (U “EER eet 112 
10. When, plot me to salvage. Akerblom v. Price 
ng, ), A 
ll. a ~ 4, The Killeena (Eng. P. & A. D.), Ab........ 899 
12.—State statute giving action for death, creates ve 
maritime lien. The mene Glenn (U.S. ’D. C,, N. Y.), an 
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MARRIAGE. Action to set aside, of two Catholics 
married by Protestant cergyman. vases v. Evans 
re rar are s2 

2.—Condition in restraint “of, what is. not; “validity. 
Arthur v. Cole (Md. App.), Ab. 
3.—Divorce, pregnancy at time of marriage sufficient —- 
ground for, ween unknown by husband. Allen n’s_ 
Appeal (Penn. S. C. 
4.—Presumption that ‘continued cohabitation is” uae sal 
illicit; alleged husband leading a double life; evi- ay 
dence; letter signed by another than writer; trans- 
action with deceased person. Badger v. Badger (N. 


a agreement by wife. in favor of hus- 
band. Stratton v. Stratton (N. H.S.C.), N.. ....... 184 
See DR WW Husband and Wife; Married Woman. 
MARRIED MAN. Arbitrator; married woman 
may be appointed. Lk: other arbitrators. Evans v. 
Ives ——_ ©, P. 
2.—Liable for rent of sosminon leased by her and occu- 
pied by her husband and family; former wo 
tion; holding over at rent agreed in lease; implied 
contract; bar of formeraction forsame claim. Ack- 
ley v. Westervelt Tie oes MD, Eioscs t00 vaccssccsnn 


MASONIC LODGE. See Statutory Construction. 
MASTER AND SERVANT. Contractor not ser- 


vant. State of Maine v. Emerson (Me.S. U.), Ab...... 57 
2.—Duty of master to furnish safe a) appliances; patent 
dangers. DeForrest v. Jewett (N. Y. App.), Ab....... 297 


3.—Negligence of co-servant, master not lial iy for; = 
determines master’s liability. Cresswell v. Pugh (Ga. 





DS hd. puts dcwastcbtemamaeay eh abeetsdiemneanemtans ; 499 
. co-servant; duty of master as to” machinery. 
” Murphy v. Boston & A. R. Co. ae! ee 278 





; what necessary to render master liable for 
injury to servant ; fellow-servant. McDonald v. ae le 
& P. Manufac. Co. Ga. &. 0), Ab...<2... 

, contributory ; meewans ae hot aus, into rater. Me- 
Gowan v. LaPlata Mining & , Col.), N. 162 
; servant using dangerous vera afeon know ledge 
ry ‘un & Coates St. Pass. R’y Co. v. Bresmer (Penn. 

DMs an Saedeas dgdgises » debekentsadaconmiebesags 
; injury resulting from one of two causes; ; ques- 

tion for j jury; when DY ap ma servant that of mas- 
ter. Durkin v. Sharp (N Saye 455 
9.—Servant taking lease of ] premises occupied by master, 
= will be enjoined. Gower v. Andrew (Cal. S. C.), 


MECHANICS’ LIEN. Right .: may be waived by 
contract. West v. Klotz (Ohio 8. C.), Ab............... 396 

MEMORA NDUM. Upon sale of real estate. Shard- 
ow v. Cotterill (Eng. App.), full . jmciacs cco ae 

See Statute of Frauds. 

MINING. Statutory construction; location and re-lo- 

cation. Belk v. Meagher (U. 8.8. C.), Ab.............. 95 
See Real Estate. 
MISTAKE. Negligence; execution of contract without 
reading. a v. Hawkeye Ins. Co. a 8. woes ae 


eee eee 


“See” Deed; Pleading. 
MORTGAGE.—Action by mortgagee for deficiency 
against grantee of mortgagor assuming a 
ffin v. Adams (Mass. S. C.), 
2.—Assignment, right to, of stranger paying ‘debt. | Love- 
joy v. Vose (Me. 8. C.), Ab 456 
8.—Assignee, rights of, or mortgagee of equity of re- 
= as to equities. Harter v. Colman (Eng. Ch. 


2. 


6. 
7. 








8. 





ML TI chcuis sins Keccubaceduase ee .< acunembatee ena 
4. —Chattel; burden of proof; neteesoneeuae pur- 
chasers where a filed not presumed ogers v. 
Pierce (Neb. 8.C.), A 
5.——, duly filed, alien prior tothat for repairs. Deni- 
son vy. Shuler (Mich. S. C.), 
6. ,on goods to be soldi in course of trade. Fletcher 
v. Powers (Mass. 8. C.), 
q. ; recorded 4 AE. sone acknowledgment void 
and property assets in hands of receiver of insolvent 
mortgagor. Becker v. Anderson (Neb. S. C.), Ab 75 
8. ; validity as to creditors; imperfect descripton 
of debt; : appeat from judgment or costs. Wood vy. 


, Ab 298 
9.—Of cro ze A ‘ planted is valid. Watkin v. Wyatt 
CY SEM Dincic cvcnce: cicc 10656860) eps: s00snc0nge0 

10.- Soe nh ah ‘ paviment of prior incumbrance. Mc- 
Cormick v. Knox (U. 8. 8. C. 
11.—To secure notes Lint F, ‘at different ‘times; priority 
of lien; interest on coupons; demand. Humphries 
v. Martin (Ill. 8. C.), Ab. 
12.--Statutory construction as to implication of cove- 
nant to pay. Demond vy. Crary (U. 8. C.C., N. Y.), 











Ab 
13.—For purchase-money; ned of lien. reins v. 
Dickerson (N. C. 8. C.), Ab. s oe ae 
See Constitutional Law: National Bank. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATION. Defect in 
om, liability a ey Klatt v. Milwaukee 


Oe Sear ae ree 10 
2.—Money lent corporate officers, ‘when liable for; es- 
ieee. Bedford Natl. Bank v. Stockton (Me. 8. C.), a 








MUNI IPAL CORPORATION—Continued. Page 


8.—Not liable for damage from act authorized by act of 
legislature. Rutz v. St. Louis (U. 8S. C. C., Mo.), Ab.. 
4.—Negligence; depression in sidewalk to light build- 
ing. Witham v. Portland (Me. 8. C.), Ab..... ........ 
; notice to councilman of defect in bridge is 
antes woe city. City of Loganapact v. Justice (Ind. 8. 
.), fu eats sim 
6.—Ordinance, unreasonable, as _ to running railway 
was Meyers vy. Chic., R. I. & P. R. Co. (Iowa 
to compel merchants to submit accounts of sales 
to public cannot be enforced. Long vy. Taxing Dist. 
CO. Hg i s oncdimcs sdasesis <b.casdsasesets nian 
8. , must be reasonable; taxation by i business 
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license ; penalty for delin uent taxes. Cit; y of Cape 195 


Girardeau v. Riley (Mo. S. C.), Ab 

» Validity of ; delegation to, of legislative power; 

pe y= gh of f penaltie es by. Town of papi Nor- 
I es eR tins inad abitiens danttn anakieeaed 

10.—Must keep pont ol in safe condition. Welsh v. St. 
ead Pe Re erase 

11.--School district; negligence ; respondeat auperior. 
School Dist. of Erie v. Fuess (Penn. 8. C.), Ab........ 
12.—Not liable for reasonable tem rary ¢ abstraction of | 
streets. Simon v. Atlanta (Ga. SC), 

13.—Town may settle claim, but not Jy alt r¢ Pon Nag 
of claim. Matthews v. Westborough Mass. 8.0. ), Ab. 

See Negligence. 


MUNICIPAL BOND. See Bond. 
MURDER. See Criminal Law. 


MUTUAL BENEFIT SOCIETIES. See Juris- 


9. 





NAME. At common Jaw one has Pie to vanoo yt 
Linton v. First Nat’l Bank (U.S. C. C.), N.... 


NATIONAL BANK. Assets in receiver’s hands not 
xable. Rosenblatt v. Johnson (U. 8.8. C.), Ab.. 

Mi. et, equities as to; liability of one holding 

stock as security. Baker v. Woolson (Kans. S. C.), Ab. 

3.—Taking mortgage to secure debt, when not ultra vires; 

aoa 2 deed usury. Oldham v. First Nat’l Bank 


336 


176 


839 


4.—Taxation; deduction of debts. Ruggles v. Fond du 
Lac 255 


(Wis. 8. C.), Ab 
5.——,, by State. Supervisors of Albany v. Stanley (U. * 
y C.}, = 427; Hills v. Nat’l Albany Ex. Bank (U. 8 

8. C.), full, 431; Evansville Nat’l Bank vy. Britton Ww. 

a Nh ES Hep yt 

6.—Usury ; application of _ peymente, —_ of —- 
tions.. Moniteau Nat'l v. Miller (Mo.S. C.), A 

t. taken by. rin Bank of Gloversvils v. 

Johnson (U.S 8. C.), fu 

See , nln 


NEGLIGENCE. Action against owner of cattle stray- 
in on ana railroad track. Sherman v. i 
ans. ¥ 
2.—Contributory. Gunter v. Wicker (N. 8. ©), Ab.. 
3. ; in approaching railway crossing ; running train 
at high speed; degree RY aa uired * gee 
Salter v. Utica & BI. R. RB. NYA App.), Ab .. 

4. , not aie best means orb e escape from ‘aingnt 
a, not. Gunz v. Chicago, Mil. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
OF: Gs Tels TE svcasecpantsasansar. use nedeomes command 

5.—-—-; umping from railroad train in motion. Lake 











19 


+ 217 


j 
Shore, etc., Ry. Co. v. Bangs (Mich. 8. C.), N ....... 124 


6.——-, in passing ov over . a ae. P ~pcigud v. 
N.Y. Cent Co. ( App.) 
7.———; injury by falling on 7 sidewa k; kno wiedge ty by 


Bade woman driving and talking. areepeseg v. mn * 
Centre (Iowa S. C.), N.. Peep e EE 
9.—Of druggist in compounding prescription. "Brown v. 
Marshall (Mich. 8. C.), N 
10.—Evidence ; other acts of negligence ; admission by 
officer of corporation; contributory, matter of oy 
comparative negligence. Randall vy. N. W. . Co. 
(Wis. S. C.), 
ae gas jn in escape of gas. Oil City Gas Co. 
Obinson (Penn. S. C.), full 
12. —itunie al conpeneiten : ‘contributory. Osage City v. 
Brown (Kans. Ab . 
13.—Non-liabilit; of State to aconvict for. Clodfelter v. 
State (N 


394 


14. . cause. Merrill y. Claremont (N. H. S. C. ), on 





15. ; degree of care ae City of Lancaster v. 
Kissinger (Penn. 8. C.), 

16.—Railroad ry injury to trespasser. ‘Mason v. Mo. 
Pacific R. Co. (Kans. , 

17.——-— failure of, to erect highway caution boards or 
maintain flagman at crossing: wigs 4 neehqente. 
Haas v. Grand Rapids & Ind. R. Co. (M C.), Ab. 

8.——— in running trains ; persons Sat my tak where 
forbidden by statute; evidence of license; rule when 
children of tender years noes. Townley v. Chic. 
Mil. & St. P. Ry. Co. (Wis. 8 

; presumptin fro —_~ s 


19. Burlington & _ 





R. R.’Co. v. Went (Neb. 8. C.), Ab... F ecaieate 


216 


79 








512 INDEX-DIGEST TO ABSTRAOTS, ETC. 

















NEGLIGE} 1OE—Continu ed. Page 


standing on front platform of street car, not per 
se contributory ; when Li-wex for ary Nolan yv. 








Brooklyn C. Cross T > Ge. Be BAMA Be ce 1000 72 
bs in not ringing engine we at crossing; what 

pot eumaens omnes | u ne. N.Y. 

Cent. & H. R. R. R. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab........... 334 


22.—When recover t' = ia. “7.S R. Co. v. pm 


BE Bs Be Rls SE nnd on +0 p0dsngcedcgsocnceddececes<es 
23.—Wharf, defectiva; right of public in wiereee on 
navigable river. Degan v. Dunlap (Phila. C. P.), N. 
See Carrier ; Damages; Highways; Maritime Law; 
_—- and ‘sereant: istake ; 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENT, What is; evi- 
Pate v. Brown C.), Ab 

2,-“BilY ef cnchengo pa able to fetitlous person fraud ; 
defense. Kohn v. Watkins (Kans. 8. C.), ) Spee 
3.--Check; presumption asto stale one; negligence. 
London and County Bank v. Groome (Eng. . B. 

4. —Consideration ; note given for ‘taxes and not ae 
qyptes. invalid. Crowell v. Osborne (N. C.), 


eeseee © esses 


? $ ington for stolen money. Conway v. Macfarlane 
enn 
6.—Contract to pay money with stipulation for attor- 
ney’s fees is ee. First meal. Bank « Carthage v. 
Jacobs (Mo. 8. 
7.—Made by corporation. 


o 





B. B. O), Bealld nc ccccrcorccccce seccccccs cc ccccssccsese 4 


ears W 40 acceptance. Brinkman v. Hunter (Mo. S. 
9.—Due-bili on demand; limitation. ‘Andress’ Appeal 





cS 2 8 eee eer 

10. —Indorsement ; demand, to charge indorser. Nichol- 
son v. Barnes (Neb. Fat eter 

; notarial certificate, of Pcie wow: notice; 

presumption. Reir v. Strauss (Md. App.), Ab....... 


12.—Indorser and indorsee, when accommodation in- 
dorser cannot set up agreement between. Johnson 
v. Ramsey (N. J. 8. C.), full.. 
13.—Promissory note, tee fide holder; purchase at a dis- 
count. Smith v. Jansen (Neb. S. 
parol evidence; pledge; powers of ranges. 

Woody. Matthews (Mo. 8.C.), A 








“dell ( c.), Ab. 

16. ; joint re -%. statute of limitations. Bur- 
goon v. Bixler (Md. App.), Ab....  ....06..eeeee 

1%. payable on deman , without, interest, must be 





presented at once for ‘payment to bind indorser. 
Crim v. Starkweather (N. Y. App.), Ab 
18.—Purchaser in good en: ~<a with security. 
Ward v. Howard (N. Y p. 
See Corporation; ‘Stateite of Limitations. 


NEXT OF a: See Will. 

NOTARY PUBLIC. Infant may hold gto x 
in absence of statute to the contrary. U. S. v. 
ley (U.S. D. C. Ind.), full. 

See Evidence. 

NOTICE. Toone holding title deeds as collaterals, of 
sale of estate. London & Co. yee Co. v. Ratcliffe 
(Eng. H. of L.), Ab.. 

2.—Of sale gates deed ‘of “trust. 

Stumpf (Mo. S. C.), Ab. 
3.—Of title to real ania by possession. 

Bears (Mich. 8. C.), 

See Appeal ; Municipal Corporations : Registration. 

NUISANCE. Conduit leading water from roof into 
street, not: ice on sidewalk from; from predecessor 
in title. Wenzlick v. McCotter (N. Y. App. 

2.—Highway obstruction; erection of 3 window 
over street. Comm. v. ‘Reimer (Penn. * 33 PP 

, attracting crowd by placing of photographs 
of prominent peogte, 2 shop windows. Reg. v. 
Lewis (Eng. Q. B. D.), C 

4.—Reversioner not in Sa cat may not bring action 
to restrain one not permanent. eager v. Crabtree 
(Eng. Ch. D.), Ab. 

5.—Slaughter-houses as. ‘Woodyear ¥. Schaever (Md. 
App.), fu 

6.—Statutory construction; “keeping ‘swine in. dwelling. © 


“German Bank Y. 


Atwood v. 





tase aan San. Auth. v. Page (Eng. Q. B. D.), on 


* See Criminal Law. 


OFFICE AND OFFICER. Office, at what time 
Sy | _—s ey hold, operates. Privett v. Bick- 
ford (Kans. 8 ull 

2.—Public take of. A liability. Edwards v. Fer- 

guson (Mo. 8. C), Ab. 

18th de facto, acts of. Bedford v. Rice (N. H. 8S. 


McCue v. 


4,——, cannot claim emoluments of office. 
County of Wapello (Iowa S. C.), 

5. ; salary paid to one not recoverable by one de 
jure; N. Y. city fire commissioners not agents of. 
Terhune v. New York (N. Y. App.), Ab 

6.—Officer, salary of, when sickness does not stop. 
People, ex rel. Ryan, v. French (N.Y. App.), Ab... 

See Corporation. 





unicipal Corpora~ 


“wy due; defenses; ccieaae. Hardy vy. Wad- al 


- 335 


103 


- 418 


17 
23 





wo 


315 





ORDINAN CE. See Municipal Corporation. Page. 


PATENT. Action by general creditor to reach, not 
maintainable. Carver v. Peck (Mass. ,A 
—— aston of SSO Detroit Lubricator Mfg. 
nehard 8. S. C., Mich.), 
3. be SA of, CY corporation aw not be under 
seal. Godfried v. Miller (U. 8.8. 
; failure of consideration. yey y. Jen- 
” kins (Mo. 8. C.), Ab.. ‘ 
5.—Combination of old. devices: not patentable ” Pick- 
ering v. McCullough (U 8. C.), 
6. , of eer and tn sufficient specification. 
Otto v. Linford (Eng. App.), "A 
as ~~ fy reached for debt. Ager v. Murray (U.S.8 
8.—Government no right to use Without compensation; 
action for infringement against government official; 
Norton’s post-office stamp; reissue. Jamesv. Camp- 
FF REC R|Y SSeepasereeyeer 
9.—Infringement ; ‘default. Camp v. Reissner (U.S.C. 


10. —Invalidated by ‘prior: public use ; - assi; ynment of in- 
vention to one using it. Worley v. oker Tobacco 











Co. (U. 

il. —Invalidity not “defense for licensee in suit for’ roy: 
alty. Angier v. Eaton, C. & B. Co. (Penn. 8. C.), A’ 
12.— New combination of old devices. Vinton v. Hari. 

gg 1 eee era arate eae 
13 —Owner of patented machine may use through ex- 
eae and sell. Union Paper Bag Mfg. Co. v. 
Se f 8 OS SPR aa ere 
14.—Public use before application for. Egbert v. Lipp- 
man (U0. 8.8. C.), Ab. 
15.—Reissue containing more ‘than original claim void 
as to ws claims. Kells v. eee (U. 8. C. C., 
BN, Gh ansed iad. <tdecndasedgsasauines456cgea shed 
aoe tee of claims. 


115 


275 


SS Oe ee rare 237 


17.———; new matter must not be introduced; question 
for court; new application of Y: principle not pat- 
entable. ‘Heald v. Rice (U. 8.8. C.), A 

18.— —Soaete of oo Sayles v. Louisville C. R. Co. 

19.—User in colony (= ate does not invalidate. 
Rolls v. Isaacs (Eng. Ch. Ab 
See none iad Libel. 
PARTIES. ag States as party. 
Stimmel (N. Y. App.), Ab 


Johnston v. 


PARTITION. Miningelaim not subject of. Strettell . 


v. Ballou (U.S. C. C., Cal.) 


PARTNERSHIP Acts rendering one dealing with 
Abe a partner. Rosenfield v. Haight —— 8. C.), 


— Dealings not ens : estoppel. 
” Etheridge (Ga. 8 » Ab. 
3.—Partner's liabilit: 
ness. Kuhn v. Weib (Mo. 
4.—Liability for money borrowed by partners f firm prom- 


. 158 
Slade v. 


oe torts ‘of copartner in the busi- 
».), Ab. a il 


issory notes. Deitz v. Regnier (Kans. 8. C.), Ab...... 

5.—Owner yt pone estate by. In re Codding CU. s D.C., 
OND Fi capanndt eine iotakat, os deine bev esanscaacoks 316 

See Joinder ; Estoppel; Ev idence. 

PAYMENT Application ; ; creditor disobeying direc- 

tions of debtor, holds money as trustee. Libby v. 
Hopkins (U.S. 8. C.), A’ 53 

2.—Contract piyabie in Confederate “money. “Rives v. 
Duke (U ), Ab.. 336 

3. —Presuiption as to note given by ‘debtor to creditor. 
Dodge v. Emerson (Mass. 8. C.), Ab... .........04-. 155 
4.——— rebuttal of. hite v. Beaman . C.8.C.), Ab.. 96 


PENSION. See Exemption. 

PENSION AGENT. See Criminal Law. 

PHYSICIAN AND PATIENT. See Fraud. 

PILOT. See Mari/ime Law. 

PLEADING. Counter-claim ; cause of action not in 
urisdiction of court; waste of land situated without 
_ jurisdiction. 


—; joint demand not allowed against several one. 





Cragin v. Lovell (N. Y. App.), ns 


wt 


° 
Hopkins v. Lane (N. Y. A 175 
-- ense of payment anhart Code. “ Bilison v. Rix w. 
J ry ar ree rer ye 
4.—In oot; i rw pe bill. Eastman v. mn” 
pe OF RE erry ae 
5.—Demurrer will not be sustained when part of sepa- 
rable ee good. Hendrickson v. Penn. R. Co. 
{ 7 ee 
6. —Mistake ; clerical error; “plaintiff” for“ plaintiits + 
— for damages. Newcomeryv. Kean (Md, App.), - 


7.—Statute of limitations relied on as a defense, | wager Y as 


pleaded. Bacon v. Berry (N.C. S. C.), 
See Criminal Law; ; Seduction. 
PLEDGE. See Negotiable Instrument. 
POSTAL OFFENSE. See Criminal Law. 
PRACTICE. Code of Civil Procedure, § 1003, a poties 
only to equity cases. Muchen v. Lamar Ins. N. 
Ty BD Bic otc cece ctcticcce dacecnccens sess acverndanes 
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BRACTICE— Continued. 


Pag 
2.—Defense ; Ww -— pending. © wood v. Cent. * os 


Vermont R. C e-s ee 
3. Bi iS y client without attorney's con- 
—_ ane v. Rome, W. & O. R. Co. (N. Y.” 
‘ee equity; conflict between court and ury ; super- 
* vision of court as to docwlons of land department. 
uinby v. Conlan (U.S C.), Ab.. 
5.—Equitable action BAA. suit at “jaw; original 
rocess; j ervige-y Somes Company v. Thannhauser 
6.—Limitation as to writs of error ap fine ° writs to 
State courts. Cummings v. Jones ( 
7.—New trial; immaterial poo hg evidence. 
Rowell v. Boston & Me. BR. Co. (N. H.S.C.), Ab. 
8.—Order b telegraph; ee in writing. State v. 
Holmes (lowaS. C.), A 
9.—Privilege of party FARE suit from process ap- 
pees to enkrun proceedings. Matthews v. Tufts 


10. 





11.—Referees’ fees, LS as to and cai cas of 

costs one disbursements. Mark v. Buffalo (N. Y. 
2. 4 define, what ig not; alteration « of note. 

Rogers v. Vosbur, App.), Ab . 

See Conflict of O Granteei ‘Law ; "'Injunetion 

Judgment ; ‘Maritime ‘Lew: Removal of ‘Cause; Will. 
PRIVILEGE. See Attorney and Client; Practice; 

lander and Libel. 


PRIVILEGED SOMMUNICATION. See Evi- 


PROBAT E LAW. "Lashley of sureties on adminis- 
tration bond; statutory construction; when jurisdic- 
tion conclusive as to collateral proceeding. ney 
v. Clark (N. Y. App.), Ab . 

See Jurisdiction ; Removal of Cause : Wii.” 
Sooner 6 NOTE. See Husband and Wife. 
PROTEST. See Evidence. 

PROXIMATE AND REMOTE CAUS 


ul act causing loss of business. Hughes v. c ‘ 


pan (N. “ 8. C.), full. 
ee Damages; Negligence. 


ROAD. Elevated street; rights of abutting 
Ba In re Yen of East R. Bri dge & C. 1. 
8. T. Co. coma dilan dain case ceedionde 
2.—Duty es tence not % applicable to station grounds. Chi- 
of SK . v. Campbell (Mich. 8. C.), Ab . 
if, 4-4 tion ; Da es; Eminent Do- 
ater-Course. 


~ oe Geet tains: Sunday ; 
RAPE. See Criminal Law. 


REAL ES ESTATE. Mine ; injury to surface of the on 


Treharne (Eng of L.), Ab 

2. L -B.... dae, title to, = ihe. Wilson v. Douglass 

8. Rae cian, 08 
See Fixtures. 

REOCRIVER,, © Suits against. Barton v. Suheur w. 


RECEIVER OF STOLEN GOODS See Crimi- 


RECORD. Satisfaction by mortgagee after assignment 
mortgage to another ipresty of lien; unrecorded 
—— Bacon v. Van Schoonoven (N. Y. App.), 


See Registration. 
] PTION. By judgment creditor ; ota ¢ 
ae Heh gurvining partner. - Nehrboss v. Bliss (N (N 


Oe eee Bee meee e seen esse se wees eseeseeeeees « 


et Long account to authorize must be 
tween parties anc wo a of om. ome v. ae 

soll (N4Y. App.), A eee 
SE Gutter (Wis. 8. C.) —% Recording of seal. ‘Putney v. 
0 el = operation 4s ¥. notice. Neslin v. Wells | 


eee eee eee + sere eee eens. cesses ve 


“y. feo Sass 8.C.), A 


Agent, h 
mau ces BATION, eg 


Rights of. ' pewholder. “Jones v. Towne (N. H. 8.C. ) + oer 


AL OF E. Cause pendin when act 
a ALS: 1 Re me ve S rule of 


176 


8. C.), Ab. 154 
- 498 | 


194 


Fede ria j ree adjudton ta. King v. Worthington in 
2. Gansdie ia eas be clear ‘to ‘authorize. “Evans v. 
Faxon (U. 8. C. C., Ill.), Ab.......... «.... po 


8.C.C.,N. 
4.—Rule of decision ; procee “7, =. in probate court. 
Stafford v. Hightower (Ga. 8. C.), A 438 





ll. 





REMOVAL OF CAUSE-Continued. Pag 
5.—Under act of 1875 diversity of citizenship must exist, 
when removal . Bruce vy. Gibson (U.S. C. C. 


“Ath ntie &0.R.C ), A 

" ; what must appear "under act of 1867. "Aldtion 
v. Crouch U.S. 

—-; —: of causes ot aaeiais: Hyde v. Ruble 
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'y. 
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10.—Time of apijoation under act of 1875. Meyer yv. 
Norton (U ), Ab 

REPLEVIN. Of mee eng sold on installment 
plan; when demand necessary. Wheeler & W. Mfg. 
Co. v. Teetzlaff (Wis. S C.).. 

2.—By vendor of goods sold insolvent ‘firm; - demand; 
attachment of goods by creditor of vendee; what 
— a vendor to rescind sale; intention not » 


See Action; Fixtures. 
RES ADJUDICATA. See Removal of Cause. 
RIPARIAN R RIGHTS. See Eminent Domain; Ice; 
ROBBERY. See Criminal Law. 


SALE. front emptor ; drugs. Jones v. George (Tex. 
2. —Gonditional ; ; lease; organ on rent. Hine y. Roberts 
OU Wie SEMIS nas. .Gerch aks oc mamnind oii: o4cetnmsdackriement 
3.—Of colts to be foaled, valid; delivery. Hull v. Hull 
GRINS Wis GS Ue cs.ckraceeceeensasan: swadiedinnaneane 
4—Contract; sewing machine on rent. Singer Sewing 


Fy. BD, occ cvccccsecsesssce soos 154 


M. Co. v. Cole oo MS A rere 424 


5. 





-; certainty; tender of performance ; wy 
when tender unnecessary. Parker y. Pettit (N. J. 8. 


C.), Ab.. 
6. —Judicial ; j.treqularities ir ‘in, do not avoid. "Aliman v. 
Taylor (Ill 
7.—Land under navigabie water. ‘Halbert v. “Edens 
- »- 8. C. ) N.. 
— personal pro 
Matheny v. i Property, 
.——; sending goods 4 ordered. Barthoiomae v. 
t,o ne 
10.——-; i‘. title. Shepard v. Lynch Chane. 8. 


IL. 





; privilege to. return; ‘reasonable ‘time. Gam- 
mony. Abram (Wis. S. C.), Ab 
See Contract ; Corporation ; Execution ; Memoran- 


SALVAGE. See Maritime Law. 
SCHOOL. See Civil Rights ; Municipal Corporation. 
SEARCH-WARRANT. See Criminal Law. 
SEDUCTION. Evidence; complaints by seduced 
peceene of Yd FT -escppedy : wee. Hatch v. 
uller (Mass. S 
SENTENCE. one Cr iminal Law. 
SET, OFF. Judgment not allowed against fiduciary 
debt. Tagg v. Bowman (Penn. 8S. C.), Ab..... ....... 
; one pogneniy another. Diehl v. ridster — 


tan... 
“See Counter-Claim. 


SHERIFF. Protected by presen of competent court 
having jurisdiction; not liable for sale of goods of 
bankrupt, under process of State court, if a 
ow: notice o suevederited Conner v. neitees (0. 


See ‘Arrest ; ’ Execution; . ‘Suretyship. 


SLANDER AND LIBEL. Libel; action against 
corporation ; privilege; statement to justice issuing 
warrant ; evidence; separate ppacenee McDer- 
mott v. Eve. Journal Asso. (N . C.), Ab 

; publication i. newspap r of interview. Ulif- 
ford v Cochrane (Ill. 8. ©.),C.T 
; privileged ALAS AF official publication by 
society ey member. Kirkpatrick v. Eagle 
Lodge (Kans. 8. C.), A 
4.—Privileged aod... FOE, statement fr paper 
used in suit. Hart v. Baxter (Mich. S. C.), A 





2. 








115 


5.--Slander, charge of os is per se. Frank- oo 


lin v. Browne (Ga. S. C. 





6. ; charge of fraudulent conversion, actiona- 
ble per se. Elsas v. Browne (Ga. 8. C.), Ab......... 47 
7. ; charging person with criminal offense, ac- 





tionable per se; charging watered milk. Geary v. 
Bennett (Wis. 8.'C.), 


8.———, of title, 9; alleging infringement o} of. patent. ‘Bur. a 


nett v. Tak (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab...... Wi 
9.——-; alleging infringement of trade-mark. ‘Ander- 
son V. Liebig’s Ext. of Meat 
x ; Imputing en bo married woman, ac- 
tionable per oo refusal retract. Klewin v. 
Bauman (Wis. 8. C.), —, 55) bhdes eae kbes Meekeen we 
words charging commission of crime, 








Co. (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab... 318 


tionable per se. West vy. Hanrahan (Minon.§S. C. ) Ab. 156 
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SLAN DER, AND LI Bi Coctignst 


12.———; words actionable per se; 
Campbell v. Campbell (Wis. . ©), 


Pag 
damages a 


by character. 
Se dbk 4 6n6h460d 6054 66g bon dsage ccddepee gtadgdebesdabess 472 
SLAUGHTER-HOUSE. See glee, 
PO I t hable b 
SPeeneral ovediior + gs ah Hurd Sew’ L. 
71 Co ie Es Ws I PN a dah hidsine 1005 6c0ccbecscnsccce 433 


SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE. Covenantasto use 


Sia Colle e v. Thatcher ( 
to abstain from act, wk sabonaed penalty for 
* preach, does not give covenantor option to do act 
upon n paying penalty. Fi Phoenix Ins. Co. v. Continental 
Ins. C 





4. esis "penalty for breach does not necessarily 
excuse non performance ; construction of contract. 
Higble v. Farr (Minn. 8. CG), 

5.—Error from defendant’s negligence not ground for 
refusing. Goddard v. Jeffreys (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab..... 

6.—Inability to ~~ perform. Burrow v. Scammell 
(Eng. Ch. D.), A 


“See Contract. 


t for | 
STATETEOF ERAUPS henge ah. nt 


Pe a oral, relating toland. Alderson v. Maddi- 
son (Eng. App. }, f 
» equity will -— ae oral, ‘for sale of Jand, partly 
* performed. Pulsifer v. Waterman (Me. S. C.), Ab.. 
4.—Marriage, Be yomg of, invalid —— 
Meyer (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), tu 
§.—Memorandum, what constitutes. 
(Eng.), N.....-++--- 
6.—Oral promise to marry afte a year, void within. 
Uliman ¥. Meyer (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), N.. 
1.—Promise to pay debt of another; guaranty ‘of note of 
third person Conapersee to pay one’s og wit Ea- 
le Mowing & R. M. Co. v. Shattuck (Wis. 8. C.), N.. 
- ight _ shoot over wit cacenens in land. Webber 





Ulman v. 


9.—Trust ty narol. 
STATUTE OF LIMITA 


IONS. etnantete. 
ment by one joint debtor. . 


mpbell v. Brown (N. C 


2. —Action between trustee and cestud que trusi. “ Cross- 
Harston vy. Tenison ot, App.), nae” oe 
3.—Contract, eave’ of, by part payment. “Glick v. 
Crist (Ohio 8. C), 

4. Death of iatatif dies not | ep statute running. 
Sambs v. Stein (Wis. S. C.), Ab. 

5.—Change of statute after’ cause of action accrued ; 

» ,'statuto — old Code, 2? 73. Guillotel v. 
“Mayor (N. 


mises; when equit ¥ pon oueeee. Colum- n 


93 
— mates of Fight. huss’ vy. Conrad “Mich: s. C), os 


156 


439 


App.) . 315 
6.—New pa EL extrinsic evidence to > identity debt. 


——. v. Swan, 6 Va. App.). 


8. B i343. poe 
. Morris v. Richards (Eng. Q. B. 
9.—Promise to “pay as soon as possible” WKY to 
take out of. Norton v. Shepard Conn. 8.C.), N. 84; Ab 
10.—Payment by one joint debtor, _ will not ae 
debt. Kallenbach v. Dickinson (Ill. 8. C.), 
11.—Promise to stranger to pay outlawed debt, when avail- 
able. Bachman v. Roller (Tenn. 8S. C) 
12.—What “essential to remove bar; * pagingai by 
joint debtor. Kallenbachv. Dickingon (I C.), Ab. 
BR. yw 4 i = by new promise. esner v. Stein 


13.—Cl ms against Gnited ‘States; Statutory ‘construction. 
US v <n TF DT hdsédehs tadaned« 
14. play fail -— to collect = 5 SS Butler v Kirby 





ee ee ee 


(Wis. C.), 
See AAT Se National ‘Banks: ‘Patent. 


Grant of 
ees exciudes other powers.” City of Caio 


v. Prose (TL. 8. C.), AD ..........-- 00 

3.2 lagelty, laid out roaiis, words apply ‘to what. 
” State v leg SR: SR A. ne concer ccovees snnees 
3.—Larceny of letter; “ delive ” by carrier. United 


States v. McCready (U.S 
4.—Masonic mond not De cttablo or pesavereas institu- 
tion Masonic Lodge (Me. S N 


falling due on Sunday ; days of 
D.), full 53 


135 


37 


Bangor v C.). 
5.—Natural sense of on Le adopted. United States v. pa 


Temple (U. 8. S. 
6. een by statute of ‘previous unauthorized acts; 
mpromise; when re. bound by; evidence. 
abv. Nickles (U C.), Ab 

7. —Eifet of repeal upon existing rights of eagen under 

atute. Graham v. Chicago, Mil. & St. ¥. Bz O. 

(wis, 8.C.), Ab.. 

beer; social club. Seim v. State (Md. “App. » 


9.--Taxation, exemption from; real estate of bank pot 
saanet. Ban 


x « ‘Commerce | v. deonsed e.6 oo 





STATUTORY CON STRUCTION —Cont. 


Page. 
10.—“* Travelling upon a highway;” injury while looking 
Mane 


at a procession. Varney v. ester (N. H.8. C.), 


See Adoption ; Conflict of Law; Criminal Law; 
Mining ; Mortgage ; Nuisance ; Probate Law ; Re- 
moval of Cause tatute of Limitations. 

STOCK. See Corporation. 
STREET RAILROAD. See Eminent Domain. 


SUBSCRIPTION. To benevolent enterprise; con- 


sideration. by speed of _ baseman v. Livingston 
avy , Ab.. . 157 
SUN "ation ‘for fraud on. Gunderson: v. ‘Rich- 


— +f owa 
2,—Contract, ratification r on week day, validates it. 
Van Hoven v. Irish (0.8. C. b 
3.—Railroad, running of,on Sunday a step 9 ma necessity. 
Comm. v. Louisville & N. R. Co. (Ky. A 
4.—Sale of cigars on; ow oTy of law; R necessity.” 


Mueller v. State (Ind. S. C.), N............ cess 
5.—Travel on; when not by ‘Mae 8S) or toe charity. 
Bucher v. Fitchburg R. Co. (Mass raya 


See Constitutional Law; Contince, 


SURETYSHIP. Accord and satisfaction between 
surety and principal ; esi aie Lange v. Perley | 
(Mich. 8. C.), Ab. 

2.—Appeal; surety on, may not impeach original sae * 
ment. 

3.—Contract between creditor and principal. 
Hatch (Me. 8S. C.), A 
4.—Creditor holding money of principal debtor on de- 
osit, not bound to apply to debt. Steiner v. ae 
ime Sav. Bank (Penn. 8S. eres: dats. conieia niece 

al si > seammdi interest. Neal v. Freeman (N.C. 

6.—If joint surety receives benefit from ‘obligation, ‘his 
one ov —? his death. Richardson v. Draper 

pp 

7.—Official bond, sureties on, not liable for extra official 
acts. State v. Brown (Md. App.), full.... 

8.—Liability for acts by principal before execution of 
bond; testamentary trustee; iw Ses to disclosure. 
State v. Howarth (Conn. §. C.), A 

9.—Release by novation “ pol 2 notice. Sim- 
mons v. Goodrich (Ga. S. C.), Ab. 

10.—Sheriff, official bond of; undertaking co- -extensive 
a duties. Baker v. Baldwin (Conn. 8S. C.), Ab.. 
—Undertaking to release attachment; bringing in 
new | pao | defendant does not make new suit; liabil- 
ity of sureties. Cristal v. Kelly (N. Y. App.), Ab 

See Guaranty ; Probate ‘Law. 


TAXATION. Assessment, what egmsions vote to 
authorize. Taft vy. Barrett (N. H. 8. 

2. of land for benefits is tax. 
a. ~~ (Wis. 8. C.), Ab 

a action to have assessment declared void 
recover money paid. Strasburgh v. Mayor ( 





y. (OR OR SRtp Son ChE he re 
4.—Of debt of apate. 
8 RO aR ep ees Fehr 
5.—Equality of; taxation of banks when other corpora- 
tions exem it: national bank shares; deductions. 
Stratton v. Collins (N. J. 8. C.), Ab 
6.—Telegraph line taxable as real estate. 
Un. Tel. Co. v. State (Tenn. 8. C.), N 
See Constitutional Law; Municipal Corporation; 
National Bank ; Statutory Construction. 


TELEGRAPH. Liability of company for error in 
message; conditions as to eg ELT Western 

1. Co. v. Blanchard (Ga. 8. C.), A 
for damages, for errors or mistakes in transmis- 
sion of mecsane. Western Un. Tel. Co. nerrones” 
GE. GEDA EA ccavcs. acéneedsi: 6sctnbnaebadPeabaies oe 
8.—Telephone company not common carrier; caeeeaes* 
contract. American Rapid Tel. Co. v. Connecticut 
Tel. Co. (Conn. 8. C.), N. 
See Contract ; Eminent Domain; Taxation. 


TELEPHONE. See Telegraph. 





Kroll v. Libpey (Wis. 8S. C.), Ab. .... ..... 159 
“Miller v. ss 


135 


. 456 


478 


Of performance, when necessary; action. 
ENDER. Pp ne ry us 


Terrell v. Morrison (Kans. 8. C.), Ab.................. 
See Sale 
TITLE. Adverse possession; grosumetton as to royal 
grant. Tolson‘s Heirs v. Manior (N. C. 8. C.), Ab.. 
2.—Chattels ‘~~ by fraud. et v. Letcher. 
(Ohio 8. C.), full 
3. ~— to be inanutactinsd; rustee in insolvency. "Shaw 
v. Smith (Conn. $ .), Ab. 
4. “GPnt - oan by alluvion. Morris v. Brooke’ (Del. 
Dh cist ok 2 aceediekiiited Sas nb cus one hoe ieted 
: 6. lands sold under confiscation act. Kirk v. Lewis 
8. 


6.—Through forged deed invalid ‘though ‘record fair and 
urchaser innocent. Reck v. hor gag ne 8. C.), Ab. 
Assessment; Carrier ; Fraud; Real Estate ; Slan- 

der and Libel. 


. 257 


137 


Mixing wder —- peers in ) ae 
Toe a v. ~*. wall. ‘ues . 364 


8.C.), N 
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TOWN. See Municipal Corporations. 
TRADE-MA RK. Crackers, gy he i ee 
to mere description. Larabee v. Lewis (Ga. 8 . 
See Slander and Libel. 


TRESPASS. See Bailment; Ice; Negligence. 
TRIAL. New; newly-discovered evidence; medical 


2. Right 0 State v. Kearley (Kans. S. C.), . Ragpesras 
ht of cepenmag and closing. Dille v. Lovell (Ohio 


3.——— by a and close argument. Love v. Dickerson 


ey A a eer er er 
4.—Tone and manner of trial judge in charge not — 
tionable. Rountree v. Gurr (Ga. 8S. C.), Ab ..... 


See Criminal Law. 

TRICYCLE. See Highway. 

TROVER. Will not lie to recover possession of evi- 
dences of _ from creditors. Rice v. Dillingham 
(Me. S. C.), A 456 

TR US T. tention of stock when a= part of corpus. 

Vinton’s Appeal, (Penn. 8. C.), N. 222; Millen v. 
Guerrard (Ga. 8. C.), N 
2.—Gift to ae? ‘when trustee may not abandon. 
Henderson v. Sherman (Mich. 8. C.), Ab 
Appeal; Will. 


TRY 11) he eRe eee = iting — ** 393 


ULTRA VIRES. See Corporation. 

UNDUE INFLUENCE. See Contract. 
UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY. See Criminal Law. 
USE. Religious; bequest to educate for mtntatey. 


MeMillen’s Appeal (Penn. 8.C.), N ... . 343 
USURY . Illegal interest to comnmtesion merehent | as 
commissions. Stark v. Sherry (Tenn. 8. C.), N...... 424 


2,—Tnterest for money held by lender's enon, at bor- 
owe request, not. Bevier v. Covell (N. Y. App.), 2 
3.—Purchaser of land at bankrupt sale cannot plead 
against mortgage. Nance v. Gregory (Tenn. 8. C.), N. 424 
See Agency ; Conflict of Law; National Bank. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER. Innocent ven- 
dor cannot be sued in tort = _— of agent. Ken- 
nedy v. McKay (N. J. 8. C.), f 
8a | a ‘ ubvenaties. Sane Bridges (Mo. 

“a ‘Action; Fixtures; Replevin ; Sale. * “""" ~ 

VERDICT. Arrived at by signee. Paducah & E. 

a SO SS rrr 


WAGER. See Contract. ¢* 

WAIVER. Of right to security fee costs. Shut- 
tleworth v. Dunlap (N. J. Ch.), full............. 2... 
See Insurance. 

WARRANTY. Implied, that article furnished for 
service shall be e cient. pre v. Amazon 
Tug & L. Co. (Eng. App). 1 RPE TER As, He 489 

, of manufacture article. Lukens v. Freiund 
* (Kans. ey Pr eae rer 
See Contract ; Deed. 

WASTE. Execution debtor using lands in usual 
manner after —. beteane v. —_ er Iron Co. 
(Mich. 8. C.), Ab... . 16 


WATER-OOURSE. Navigable stream: ownership 


of ice; riparian rights. Wood v. Fowler (Kans. 8. 





WRN oo sce th ciret Aik chcpeksscnschsancekernelavietead 415 





WATER COURSE—Continued. Page. 
3. water of, may be diverted without compen 
” ing riparian owner. Black aw! Imp. . La 
Crosse Booming Co. (Wis. 8. C 
3.—Obstruction of, by railway company; ‘duty ‘of com- 
pany as to construction of culverts; nuisance; suc- 
cessive owners of — peas. Union Trust Co. v. 
Kuppy (Kans. 8.C.), A 


WAY. Dedication by pawooeetnsti in use. Cyr v. Ma- 
I TE. GD, Bias cc ccasnctivccs snccsndceseaacs sue 457 
WHARF. See Constitutional Law ; Negligence. 


WILL. Vaas is a valid. Jenness v. Hazleton (N. H. 
a. St. co condition. the performance of aa 
has yong Ss pammess Hammond vy. Hammond 





eae 
3.—— by Sens’ in favor of wife not avoided b 

divorce for her misconduct. Card v. Alexan A 

ee RS eee reer re 


4.—Burden of proof; name of testator written by an- 
— attestation. McMechin v. McMechin (W. Va. 
| EA et ELA sgh OES RI 
a- aekaeoaines annuity payable from principal. 
Smith v. Fellows (Mass. S. C.), 
— 5 Goviee oe estate during widowhood. Giles v. 
” Little ASS OF Seer 134 
——} when executors cannot give ow: incomplete 
devise. Crooks v. Whitford (Mich. S. C.), Ab....... 155 
8.———; word _ one of limitation. King v. Utley 
(N. G8.C), A 
trust = im ited from doubtful words after 
“absolute gift. Clark v. Leupp (N. Y. App.), Ab.. ... 
% ; breach of qnndtiten: validity of condition in 
restraint of marriage. Hogan v. Curtin (N. Y. App.), 
, erformance of condition impossible by, ‘act 
of Go excused. Decrow v. Moody ( Ab.. 457 
12.—Fraud as tosingle legacy does not invalidate AY ony 
Harrison’s Appeal (Conn. 
13.—Gift to “second cousins.” Re Bonner Tucker v. 
Good. Gee: Ch. D.)) Bice. 4: nn ccencess <ignncas: os 
14.—** Next of kin,” bares widow included in. Betsinger 
v. Chapman (N. : P p.), A 
15.—Preference of legitinats to illegitimate ‘offspring. 
Appel v. Byers (Penn. S.C.), f 
16.—Probate law; to authorize A. for construction 
of will, trust must exist; charge of debts and legacies 
on realt — not create trust; costs. Dill v. Wis- 
ner (N. App.), Ab 
7.—Trust by; commissions of trustee; executor act- 
ing as trustee; practice; petition ay ey? Civil 
ae, $2717. Huribut v. Durant (N. Y. App.), 2s 


See Definition; Executor. 


WITNESS. Codeof Civil Procedure, § 829; deceased 
party; to what survivor may tently @ exolusion of 
pruper testimony. Pinney v. Orth 

2.—In claim against United woe FL = v. 
United States (U. 8. 8. C.) 

3.—In suit by executor; one ye ee interest. in, “suit; 
—— party. Bachelder v. Brown (Mich. 8S. C.), 


PO eee eee re Beet Hemme ee eee eeesaeeteee: eeereses 


‘See A ttorney and Client. 
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WORDS. “Child,” adopted...................06-- -. 364 
2.—** Delivery” of letter BY GRETIOE 2.20005 0s ccccccocsess 383 
3.—"* Legally laid out roads,” statutory CED « . 458 - 
4,.—‘* Lightning” tornado.. cseeeee 308 
5.—‘‘ Months,’ when lunar and when calendar.......... 3 
6.—" Next of kin,” when widow included in......- ... . 496 
7.—* Religious” in will refers to Christianity hs Semeaad 15 
8.— Traveling upon a highway” ........ $6060900<6000200 143 


